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Ukraine: chaos and revolution are the weapon of the dollar
Introduction Geopolitics in Action Attack on the Russian World
If you are not interested in politics, then politics will be interested in you. The truth of this bitter saying is confirmed once again. The end of 2013 and the first half of 2014 awakened millions of people from “political hibernation.” They lived their own lives. They loved, raised children, made plans and hoped for the best. But their hopes were not destined to come true. Big politics has rudely burst into the lives of those who have never been interested in even “small” politics. Burst near the borders of Russia. Ukraine is part of our people, part of the Russian world. At first, this arrival of geopolitics on the street looked like a show. It was a little fun and perky - and many went there to earn money or just “visit.” A repeat of 2004 - a new Maidan. But then it became completely sad: burning policemen and Berkut fighters, militants with bats and in chains. Geopolitics has come into the life of an ordinary person wearing a mask. A face in a mask is the symbol of the “political season” 2013–2014...
And then it got scary. Then the pictures of February 1917 suddenly came to life on TV screens. Anarchy, the dissolution of law enforcement, violence on the streets, nightly visits to the apartments of those who behaved incorrectly “during the revolution.”
Events moved with terrible speed. Two months later, the eerie pictures of the Great Patriotic War began to come to life. People burned and tortured by executioners in Odessa. Killed in Mariupol, Slavyansk and Kramatorsk.
Geopolitics is the competition between great powers for control of resources. That's the whole point. This struggle is endless and has neither end nor beginning. This is a colossal chess in which moves are made by armies, parties and exchange rates. Human life was never valued in this game.
The Russian world is one of the main players in this game. Let's not be players, let's become objects of the game. It is impossible to get away, which is why it is so important to understand the rules of the game, its meaning and see your opponents. And consider them precisely rivals, and not “partners.” You can call it whatever you like, but the essence should not be lost.
They want to destroy the Russian world, the unique Russian civilization. At a minimum, weaken, at a maximum, remake, change our code and our values. War is a way of gaining influence on the planet, which our “partners” have mastered perfectly. But it’s best to fight with someone else’s hands, to drag Russia into a war that it doesn’t need. To pit two parts of one people against each other. They have already done this in India, dividing it into two parts: India and Pakistan. And these two states fought with each other, as did the Serbs, Croats and Bosniaks. When they were together they had a big and strong Yugoslavia. Now there are fragments that do not have a sovereign policy.
We must understand: what happened in Ukraine has very specific organizers and a very specific goal.
The goal is to bury the memory of Russia’s victories and finally resolve the “Russian” issue.
Just so we wouldn't exist.
Chapter 1 Who is the customer of Euromaidan?
Russia's new policy began with Ukraine
12/23/2013
Significant events very often pass unnoticed by ordinary people busy with their daily lives. Someone in October 1917 did not notice the Bolsheviks taking power, immersed in their personal concerns. Someone in the days of August 1991 did not notice the collapse of their country, disguised as a “putsch”.
So today, before our eyes, Russia has changed the formula of its foreign policy.
Russia's new policy began with Ukraine.
After the treacherous liquidation of Russia-USSR as a geopolitical player by Gorbachev and his accomplices, our country for a long time did not have its own foreign policy, the prominent representative of which was Foreign Minister Kozyrev. He agreed to everything, always said “yes” to any actions of the United States and the West.
As a matter of fact, the foreign policy of modern Russia appeared only under Putin. Before this, the greatest achievement could only be “gestures”: the march of Russian paratroopers to Pristina (thanks to Yunusbek Evkurov, the current head of Ingushetia), the turn of Prime Minister Primakov’s plane over the Atlantic (in response to the start of the bombing of Yugoslavia).
Russia began defending its own interests, not American or European ones, in the 2000s. First, by establishing order and eliminating terrorist gangs in the Caucasus, then by not supporting US aggression against Iraq.
In 2013, we already observed a whole series of foreign policy successes for our country: Snowden, Syria, Ukraine. These successes today are not disputed even by those who previously wore “white ribbons”, and today do not want to become a laughing stock by denying obvious things.
Access to secret data of the Pentagon, CIA and State Department, expansion of influence in the Middle East (additional contracts for the supply of weapons to Arab countries, contracts for oil and gas production). Russia received new agreements on aircraft and shipbuilding in Ukraine, contracts on nuclear energy (Rosatom is intensively building nuclear power plants around the world, and help from Ukrainian enterprises would not hurt) plus the exclusion of NATO bases in Ukraine. Another plus is the quiet return of the Iskanders to combat lines right on the borders of the European Union. Our European and American “partners” received, as a consolation, the exhausted “Euromaidan” and savings on air tickets for the leaders of European countries who, not being able to directly declare a boycott of the Olympics in Sochi, simply “do not go” there, expressing their protest against the measure of the quick actions of Putin's diplomacy.
However, 2013 was not only a year of significant successes in our diplomacy. The essence of Russian foreign policy has changed radically. We moved from defense to attack. Of course, we mean both defense and attack of a diplomatic nature. Previously, all Russian actions in this area were defensive. Let's take Syria for example. The fact that Russia did not allow the States to destroy Syrian statehood is obvious to everyone today. How did we do it? In different ways - arms supplies, diplomatic support, other “special assistance”. But it was always a reaction to the moves of our “partners”.
They begin to finance and arm “peaceful protesters” - we help Assad. They are preparing an invasion - Russian warships come to Syria and stand between NATO ships and the Syrian coast. Our “partners” will start shooting at Syria - the air defense of Russian ships will shoot down missiles “as a threat” to the safety of combat units of our fleet. The marines landed in Tartus - if a mess breaks out there and Western special forces land in the form of “peaceful demonstrators” on the shore, our marines will simply be obliged to take measures to restore order around the base in order to ensure the safety of the Russian fleet. The measures are different, but it is always a reaction to the opponent’s actions, a move in response to the move of another chess player. This was the case with Snowden - Russia, in response to his “arrival”, having received certain guarantees from him, gave him the opportunity to disappear into its open spaces. We didn’t recruit him and take him out - he asked to come to us.
The West is accustomed to Russian foreign policy consisting of retaliatory threats that never become reality because the West itself abandons its own steps. And in the situation with Ukraine, everything changed overnight.
Russia went on the offensive for the first time. Instead of taking action to block the EU and US steps to “take away” sovereignty from our neighbors, the Kremlin for the first time moved beyond demonstrating threats. He put into action what he had previously only threatened. And this turned out to be a complete surprise for Washington and Brussels. Putin managed to convince Yanukovych not to sign the enslaving agreement, and the intransigence of the Europeans was precisely explained by their lack of faith that Russia would actually do this. The surprise of the “partners” gave way to hysteria and threats. Such unceremonious behavior of foreign diplomats in the world has not, perhaps, been observed since 1918, when the Bolshevik Radek (member of the delegation at the Brest negotiations) distributed anti-war propaganda leaflets to German soldiers and officers right on the Brest platform. In 2013, Western diplomats:
♦ threatened Ukraine with civil war;
♦ talked about the illegitimacy of President Yanukovych;
♦ pitched tents right on Euromaidan;
♦ fed demonstrators and went with them to unauthorized demonstrations;
♦ put pressure on Ukrainian oligarchs.
The West tried to fully implement not even an “orange” revolution, but a “diplomatic revolution”. And almost openly.
In response, Russia once again outplayed its “partners.” She moved forward again, making a move that the States and Europe did not expect. During Yanukovych’s visit to Russia, agreements were signed, which I would like to dwell on in more detail. Why? Because they have already become the object of speculation and attempts to pass off victory as defeat.
The price of gas for Ukraine was reduced quite significantly.
Who lost in this? Gazprom? Yes, this company, 51% owned by the state, lost some of its revenue. But let's ask ourselves: what should be the purpose of operating a public company of this size? Make money for 49% of private investors? No. Follow Russia's interests. Money is secondary here and is only a means, not an end. What are Russia's interests? They are very simple: to prevent the transfer of control over the territory of Ukraine (economic, political, military) to the hands of the EU and NATO. For particularly stubborn liberals, I will repeat: the main thing is the FLIGHT TIME OF THE ROCKETS. If they are placed near Kharkov, it will be too late to shoot them down. Question: How much can the price of gas be reduced so that the security of our country does not decrease? Answer: such concepts are not measured by money. If money were the main thing, then the United States, with its national debt and budget deficit, would never have allocated billions of dollars to “human rights defenders” around the world. But - they single it out. Because it helps them maintain and increase influence in strategically important regions, maintain a monopoly on the dollar and ultimately receive much more than they spend.
So measuring geopolitics with money is utter stupidity. But even here the liberals are blatantly lying, shedding crocodile tears about “wasted money” and not reporting what Russia has acquired.
And this is what we have acquired: the shipbuilding factories of Ukraine receive our orders, the military industry of Ukraine begins to work for our army. For reference: after the destruction of the USSR, about 500 military enterprises remained on the territory of Ukraine, but for 20 years of “independence” (in fact, fragmentation), the Ukrainian army did not receive any new weapons, with the exception of several dozen tanks.
And one more thing - from the sphere of finance. The ruble is becoming a “first class” currency in Ukraine, like the dollar and the euro. Note: NBU is the National Bank of Ukraine, that is, the Central Bank.
“The NBU will make the ruble freely convertible”[1]
The NBU includes the ruble in the 1st group of the classifier of foreign currencies, which will allow our bank to increase its gold and foreign exchange reserves. This will happen thanks to a swap with the Central Bank of Russia. A couple of years ago, Ukrainians promised Russians to pay for gas in Russian rubles. But then it was not profitable for NAC. Until now, group 1 included 11 currencies that were widely used for payment in foreign trade transactions. The appearance of the Russian currency in the group of freely convertible currencies should simplify the infusion of Russian capital investments into Ukraine.
Russia will buy Ukrainian government bonds worth $15 billion
Liberals were especially indignant about this point. This is how many kindergartens could be built! It’s funny that the situation when ALL the gold and foreign exchange reserves of the Central Bank of Russia (GER) were invested in debt securities of the United States and its allies did not bother the liberals. And this situation has ALWAYS been. This is a form of payment of tribute by Russia in favor of the West. No one will ever pay us back these debts.
In addition, funds from the Reserve Fund are also placed in debt securities of Western countries. Something I have never heard of liberals considering this abnormal.
In addition, the funds of the National Welfare Fund are placed in the same debt securities - government bonds of “developed democracies”.
Have you ever read angry articles by liberals saying that this is wrong and criminal? Meanwhile, the funds of the National Welfare Fund are placed in debt obligations of the same Western states: “... funds of the National Welfare Fund can be placed in debt obligations in the form of securities of foreign states, foreign government agencies and central banks of the following countries: Austria, Belgium, Great Britain, Germany, Denmark , Spain, Canada, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, USA, Finland, France, Sweden."
As you can see, Ukraine is not on this list. To buy Ukrainian bonds, you will have to issue special government orders, changing the law. So the thing is that Putin takes money to buy Ukrainian bonds from the money... with which Russia should buy US and European bonds. In fact, we are buying Ukrainian debts instead of American debts. At the expense of “our Western “partners” we are buying the politics of Ukraine.
But that's not all.
Putin would not be Putin if he had not foreseen several important things:
1. The cost of gas for Ukraine is determined by the agreement to the contract. The contractual high price does not change, and the additional agreement is valid only for three months. If Ukraine's policy changes, the previous price may return. Now the Ukrainian leadership will fly to Moscow every three months to “report” and conclude a new additional agreement.
2. 15 billion on Ukrainian debt securities are also spent not at once, but gradually. If Ukraine's policy changes, Russia may not buy debt securities. So far we are only buying for 3 billion.
3. An agreement with Russia makes Yanukovych more stable: if the President of Ukraine changes, an “orange coup d’etat” will occur, Russia may increase the price of gas and not buy Ukraine’s government debt. By adding “need” to Yanukovych in the eyes of Ukrainian business, Russia makes him more dependent on itself. Only by relying on us can he stay in power and be re-elected for a new term.
4. The main supporters of “European integration” were the Ukrainian oligarchs. For their production, the low price of gas is a significant argument. After all, the West offers nothing.
And the last thing I want to say. Economic agreements concluded with Ukraine also carry with them a political component. And this is normal - when investing money, Russia must protect its investments. Therefore, we do not want to see a Ukraine where decisions will be made in Brussels and on which we will not be able to influence in any way.
People from the IMF have always behaved in exactly the same way towards Russia. After all, liberals have always told us that politically motivated IMF loans for our country are right and good. The leaders of this organization must protect their investments!
So Russia protects. And he changes his policy to a more active and offensive one.
What is Viktor Yanukovych bargaining with the opposition about?
01/21/2014
The end of last week brought a lot of news from the capital of Ukraine. First, the Party of Regions in the Rada unexpectedly adopted a whole package of laws, despite all attempts to block the work of parliament by the “opposition”. Then the Maidan leaders responded by calling a rally, which, even according to their estimates, had not “a million” or “five hundred thousand,” but only 80 thousand participants. That is, in any case, there are an order of magnitude fewer active “Protestants”! After a rally at which there were calls for the creation of a parallel parliament (which is an attempt to usurp power and “pulls” the most serious articles of the Criminal Code!), groups of militants suddenly decided to break through to the government building. On Sunday evening (!), when no one is there. The police blocked the path of armed militant groups and steadfastly endured all the bullying of the latter. Strikes, throwing incendiary shells, setting buses on fire - in response, the police and soldiers of the internal troops only defended themselves and only used one water cannon late in the evening. Either to extinguish passions, or to extinguish fires.
What is happening and why do Ukrainian law enforcement agencies not receive orders to disperse and arrest militants?
Because now there is a bargaining going on in Ukraine. And there is nothing new in this - bargaining, negotiations, whatever you want to call it. Politics is generally divided into two parts: the first is actions, the second is bargaining and negotiations. Actions are completed, bargaining begins.
The Ukrainian government is bargaining with the Ukrainian opposition.
Both sides made their moves. The authorities have adopted, but have not yet published laws, the effect of which will begin from the moment of publication. The opposition wants to prevent this publication. Why? Because according to these laws, the entire “opposition” can be sent to the bunk.
The conversation goes something like this. You are driving us into a corner, say the opposition leaders. If you publish laws, you can put us all in jail. If we continue to protest against them. And if we don’t protest, we lose all authority in the eyes of our activists and voters, like cowards afraid of new laws. So let’s do this - you don’t publish them, and we are slowly curtailing the Maidan, passing it off as our victory.
Against the backdrop of the start of such negotiations, conflicting news appeared on the news feed. Either the government refuses to publish laws, or it plans to publish them. Immediately, riots begin, during which it turns out that the Maidan leaders have no control over this raging Maidan. A vivid symbol of this is Klitschko, who was doused with a fire extinguisher, which made him look like anyone, but not a “revolutionary.”
And here we need to answer the question - why does the Ukrainian government not give permission for the dispersal? The answer is multi-layered.
1. The government, which is under pressure from the States, must demonstrate a desire to come to an agreement with the opposition.
2. In this situation, exposing the security forces to the attack of militants is for the Ukrainian authorities to gain trump cards in negotiations. Alas, this is true.
Here, gentlemen, Americans, as you said, we negotiate, we bargain, we do not publish laws. But on the other hand, there are those who don’t keep their words. How to deal with them? Our "Berkut" stands rooted to the spot - we control it. What do the “Maidan leaders” control? You can see for yourself that it’s nothing. They don't even control fire extinguishers.
At all times, under all rulers, the mistakes of politicians were corrected with the blood of soldiers and officers. And today, the courageous guys from Berkut, military conscripts and other security forces of Ukraine are paying for the erroneous policy of the last four years of “European integration”.
As for pogromists and militants, then, according to Chekhov, the gun hanging on the stage in the first act must definitely fire in the second. And the Maidan leaders cannot prevent this shot. The crowd, driven by hatred, behaves unpredictably and rushes on Sunday evening to places where there is no point in rushing at this time.
Monday comes, but the bargaining continues. On Monday, the Ukrainian TVi channel ran a line that a Berkut sniper was shooting at Maidan activists. Other media say they see snipers on rooftops.
Are there snipers from the secret services there? There definitely must be. But not for shooting at demonstrators, but to prevent provocations, the general name of which is “unknown snipers.” Shooting opens, the victims are then attributed to the “bloody regime,” and passions and hysteria escalate. We have seen “unknown snipers” more than once in Syria, Libya, Yemen, Egypt - recently. A little earlier in Kyrgyzstan and Thailand, even earlier in 1993 in Moscow, in 1990 in Vilnius.
The appearance of “running lines” about snipers is a hint from the authorities. We'll kill people and blame you. By the way, another reason for the inaction of the police is precisely this - they will begin to smash the militants, in the chaos the “opposition” will quickly organize several corpses. Since the “bloody regime” doesn’t do it on its own, we need to help it. Every revolution must have heroes. And preferably dead...
Since the negotiations are being held behind closed doors, we can only guess what is being said. And in the same way we can imagine several possible scenarios for the development of events.
So, once again, the proposed negotiations have several goals:
The goal of the so-called “opposition” (or rather, the West behind them).
The attack on Ukraine, the “blitzkrieg of the European Union” failed. Knowing Putin’s Russia, Western strategists cannot help but understand that Putin will never allow a Libyan or even Egyptian soft scenario in Ukraine under any circumstances. Under these conditions, a forceful seizure of power, which was possible even before the Russian-Ukrainian agreements on gas, is no longer possible. Its initiation will lead to the fact that the Russian army, having secured a UN mandate and having the status of “peacekeeping forces,” will enter Ukraine, as it once did into Ossetia, and then they will not see Ukraine as their ears.
Based on this, the West decided to temporarily retreat and launch a new offensive a little later. The most important element of this retreat is the “organized collapse of the Maidan.” Organization is a mandatory condition, as it allows one to maintain the legitimacy of opposition leaders in the eyes of Maidan activists. Which, for the most part, are simply propagandized citizens, organized by provocateurs against the backdrop of the strongest propaganda through Western-controlled media. This means that we need a reason that can be declared a “victory of the Maidan” and against the backdrop of this “victory” we can say: it’s time to go home! Such a production will not cause rejection among the “Maidan infantry” and will not leave them with the feeling that they were deceived in their expectations.
Moreover, it should be noted that the rejection of the laws adopted on January 16 may just be that very “victory”, since the revision of gas agreements is no longer feasible. Another prospect for an “organized retreat” is a “stampede.” The West is already ready to stop supporting and financing the “Maidan leaders”, and after them all Maidan activists, due to the fact that further actions of “professional losers” (which are the “Maidan leaders”) are an escalation of tension with Russia and personally with Putin. This escalation in the current situation does not give tangible and quick dividends, but calls into question many issues in which Europe already depends on Russia.
The goal of the Ukrainian government
It also consists of “calming the Maidan,” but at the same time calming it down without using force. Why? Because the Ukrainian government is not ready to turn into an outcast and stop playing on the contradictions between Russia and the EU. Accordingly, the government is ready to abandon new laws and not publish them. But she needs to bargain with the Maidan for what she needs: the winding down of the protest without blood and noise. This is the only thing that will allow the Ukrainian government to preserve its “trademark multi-vector approach” and calmly use the fifteen billion dollars received from Russia. Plus a discount on Russian gas.
Against the backdrop of this situation and the background of the proposed negotiations, the following scenarios are possible.
L We agreed amicably. This means that the laws will not come into force, since they will not be published. And the Maidan, having recorded on paper or verbally (but publicly) such a decision of the authorities, will loudly declare “its victory.” After which it will begin to gradually dissolve, freeing the streets and squares from protesters. The winding down process will take 3–6 months.
2. The authorities will demand that the “opposition” prove its ability to manage the Maidan and begin to collapse the Maidan even BEFORE the announcement of the abandonment of the laws or simultaneously with such an announcement. There may be difficulties here, since Maidan is poorly managed. In Ukraine, the situation may repeat itself, as in Russia after 1905, when the need for revolutionaries had already disappeared from the geopolitical “partners”, and the ordinary revolutionaries themselves “forgot” to tell about it. This policy was expressed in the fact that later the “partners” themselves helped the tsarist secret services catch ships with weapons and “turned a blind eye” to the courts-martial. Foreign intelligence services have cut off their generous funding of “revolutionaries”, reducing “development budgets” to “existence budgets.” In this case, Yanukovych has the opportunity to completely crush the opposition. First, loudly declaring agreements with the protest leaders, which would be a break in all patterns for ordinary Maidan activists, and then declaring opponents as people who do not keep their word. As a result, there are actually “quiet repressions” against the leaders of the Maidan, and it will no longer matter whether the laws are published or not.
3. Yanukovych is under the illusion that it is possible to reach an agreement with the puppet masters of the Maidan, with Western countries. This will mean: permanent Maidan and the “no peace, no war” policy for about another six months. After which, either a sharp turn towards the EU, with the West guaranteeing his victory in the presidential elections, or a sharp turn towards Russia and an attempt to ensure his own victory by playing the “Russian card”.
4. We did not agree on anything at all, since the Maidan leaders do not understand the gravity of their own situation and put forward unacceptable conditions, thinking that they are the “masters of the situation.” This leads to the publication of laws and the beginning of their implementation in practice. Europe is becoming hysterical and putting forward stupid initiatives. Ukraine is moving towards Russia, since only Russia alone can ensure the continuity of power and the legalization of the capital of the so-called elite.
One of these four options or the fifth - some combination of them in some proportion - has the following consequences for the three players (Russia, Ukraine, West = EEC + USA).
1. Russia - the consequences are either positive to varying degrees, or zero (combat draw).
2. Ukraine - options can be both positive and negative. For the people of Ukraine and for representatives of the Maidan and the power elite. The spread is large - from the most negative to the most positive.
3. But the third player - the West - does not have any good options. The greatest success of Western diplomacy may be that Russia may have the worst option - zero. Combat draw with saving face.
Summarize. We can state that the trend continues. It can be expressed by the Russian proverb: “The claw gets stuck - the whole bird is lost.” And we are talking about the “western bird”. She got stuck in Syria, and is now plunged up to her neck into Ukrainian chaos. She threw away all and every mask. Supports “peaceful demonstrators” when even the blind can see the “peacefulness” of their intentions. He demands that the authorities “remove special forces from the city” in order to deprive the authorities of their trump cards in negotiations.
A desperate attempt to tie things up on the part of the West. Moreover, without much sense, without benefit and without victory.
Gagauzia warned Chisinau
02/04/2014
If Moldova loses its independence, the Gagauz autonomy will be ready to determine its own destiny. This was clearly demonstrated by the results of the referendum that took place in Gagauzia last weekend.
In a nutshell, the meaning of everything that is happening is as follows. “European integrators” of Moldova are ready to sacrifice its independence and “surrender” its territory to Romania. However, under no circumstances are the two parts of Moldova going to become Romanians. These are Transnistria and Gagauzia. And they can be understood: you live and live, consider yourself Russian, Moldavian, Ukrainian or Gagauz. And officials from Chisinau come to you and tell you that you are... Romanian.
“Results of the referendum in Gagauzia: 98.9% - for independence, 98.47% - for the Customs Union, 97.22% - against the EU.
According to preliminary official data of the vote count at the referendum held on February 2 in Gagauzia, the overwhelming majority of residents of the autonomy voted for the delayed independence status of Gagauzia, for integration into the Russia-Belarus-Kazakhstan Customs Union and against integration into the EU. A REGNUM correspondent was informed about this on February 3 at the press service of the People's Assembly of Gagauzia.
According to the official data of the Central Electoral Commission of Gagauzia cited in the NSG report, at the legislative referendum, 98.9% of those who took part in the plebiscite voted for the postponed status of independence, and 1.9% voted against it. At the consultative referendum, 98.47% of voters who came to the ballot boxes voted in favor of joining the Customs Union, and 1.52% voted against it. The course aimed at Moldova joining the European Union was supported by 2.77% of voters, while 97.22% were against it.
The Chairman of the Central Election Commission of Gagauzia, Valentina Lisnik, said that the Central Election Commission will continue its work, and after drawing up a report and protocol of vote counting, the final results of the referendum will be announced.”[2].
Summarize.
If Moldova loses its independence, Gagauzia and Transnistria will declare their independence. This has been clearly demonstrated, and it does not matter at all whether Chisinau recognizes the results of the past plebiscite or not. They are visual, they are “killer”.
1. Attempts to make Moldova Romania will mean a serious aggravation of the situation, up to the possibility of bloodshed.
2. No sane politician would ever say in such a situation that Moldova should become Romania, so as not to risk the outbreak of war in their home country.
3. Moldova became part of the Russian Empire in 1812, and until the revolutionary unrest of 1917, no one ever disputed this.
4. Russia will become strong and powerful again - and the Romanian integrators will again melt away like smoke. Because, as the Bashkan of Gagauzia Formuzal rightly noted: “Romanians are a unique army. During one war, they managed to reach Moscow with the Germans, and Berlin with the Russians.”
Just recently I was on a visit to Chisinau and Gagauzia. Met with the public and deputies of the Gagauz parliament. I hope that I also made my modest contribution to the results of the last referendum. Moldova must remain Moldova, and its people must decide the fate of their country.
Why is the dollar rising in price?
02/17/2014
I talked about the reasons for the depreciation of the national currencies of Russia and Kazakhstan in a short video for Educational TV.
A. Voitenkov: Nikolai Viktorovich, what is happening with the ruble exchange rate. If you look at us, the exchange rate of the dollar and euro first grew, then suddenly fell, then something else happens. The reason of that. What's behind this?
N. Starikov: I think that we can look at this situation more clearly by seeing what happened in Kazakhstan. Russia and Kazakhstan are oil-producing countries that export resources. It is clear that we do not want our economy to be dependent on oil. But today we will talk about something else.
Both countries are oil-producing countries. Let's look at the price of oil. Early 2013 – $110. Early 2014 – $108. That is, the oil remained the same. At the same time, we see that national currencies in relation to the dollar and euro by approximately 15% (maybe a little more in Russia) smoothly decreased their exchange rate over the year, and in Kazakhstan the tenge devalued by 20% in one day. What happened?
We see that the economic reasons that liberal economists always tell us about do not exist. What do they always tell us? — The price of oil decreases, the dollar rises, the ruble falls. We see that the price of oil is not decreasing. Nevertheless: the dollar is growing, the euro is growing, and the ruble and tenge are declining. Moreover, the ruble fell smoothly all year, but the tenge fell sharply, the exchange rate was sharply reduced.
There is no economics in this. What remains? What remains is politics. Let us now understand what political components there are in these events. To understand what is happening, we must remember that the Central Bank, in Russia, in Kazakhstan, is independent of the state. We can understand this using the example of what is happening now.
The United States of America is experiencing serious difficulties. Mathematics got involved. If servicing a national debt of two trillion requires a small amount of interest, then 15 trillion requires a lot of interest. And the United States pays this interest in the same way by issuing new debt obligations. In fact, this amount is increased by percentage by percentage.
Demand for dollars in the world is decreasing. Agree, it is already generally accepted that today’s dollar is not the same as it was 10 years ago: it is weak, and you can buy less with it. This means that the dollar is less popular. This means that someone keeps money in rubles, tenge, euros, or some other currencies. If there are no dollars, then there are no purchases of US debt. Because in any case, in order to purchase American debt obligations, you first need to purchase dollars, at a minimum.
To solve the problem, to increase the demand for its debt securities, the United States needs to increase the demand for the dollar. But the United States cannot radically improve its economy. Because we see that the debt is growing all the time, the economy is not starting.
The United States cannot improve the situation in its economy, what can it do? Worse the situation in those economies from which resources need to be pumped. If you collapse the ruble, tenge, Ukrainian hryvnia, Polish zloty (to a lesser extent), the currencies of other countries, such as Argentina, Brazil, then the resources of these currencies will flow into more reliable assets: the dollar and debt obligations.
How does the United States do this? This is where we remember about independent Central Banks. This is especially clear in the example of Kazakhstan - suddenly the tenge exchange rate drops by 20% in one day. Question: what happened? Yesterday there was another 155 tenge per dollar, and today – 185. What has changed? Has there been a catastrophic drop in oil prices? What? Nothing!
And this is what happened. For quite a long period of time, from Russia, from Kazakhstan, from other countries, Americans begin to withdraw assets, sell shares, buy currency and withdraw it from the country. The Central Bank tries to counteract this a little, but then realizes that it will be left without gold and foreign exchange reserves. And in fact, at one fine moment this situation begins to release. In Russia, this situation was released little by little, so the currency was gradually declining all year. In Kazakhstan they did it abruptly. Essentially this is sabotage.
Social panic has arisen, everyone is unhappy. You understand that you wouldn’t do this normally. No sane leader of the country would allow his minister in charge of finance to collapse the exchange rate in one day without loss of image. We see that Kazakhstan is one of the most stable countries, and the leader of Kazakhstan is one of the most sensible leaders that we see not only in the post-Soviet space, but in principle. This means that the Central Bank acts without the sanction of the country's leadership. He simply, based on his instructions, his provisions, which are based on the principles of the IMF, begins to lower the national currency because otherwise he will be left without gold and foreign exchange reserves. And such a catastrophic fall occurs.
If we go to a more understandable example, an everyday one: the Central Bank is a huge guy who shakes an apple or pear tree to shake the fruit and take it to his American friends. Kazakhstan became 20% poorer in one day. This means that Americans will receive 20% more from Kazakhstan. They will receive some percentage more from Russia.
Look. What is happening in Russia: all our gold and foreign exchange reserves are in their securities - this is what belongs to the Central Bank. Our national wealth funds and reserve fund are also mainly in these securities. The so-called budget rule has been adopted, the essence of which is very simple: to increase the purchase of American debt by 10%. But this is no longer enough. They need to lower the exchange rates of other countries in order to skim more cream for themselves. This is the meaning of what is happening.
Let's return to the independence of the Central Bank. People who see all this have a question: “Who will be responsible for this?” The head of the National Bank of Kazakhstan should be dismissed. Right? Wrong, because if you look at the law on the Central Bank (both Russia and Kazakhstan - some American advisers wrote), you will see points according to which this leader can be dismissed: 1. The first point - his contract has expired. He didn't run out of it. 2. Second, he violated the laws of Kazakhstan. He didn't break them at all. He acted in accordance with the law on the Central Bank of Kazakhstan and his internal instructions. Didn't break anything. 3. A criminal case has been initiated against him, there is a criminal court verdict. He has not committed any criminal offense. 4. Due to health reasons, you can send. Healthy as a bull. 5. And lastly, he himself wrote a statement, a resignation letter. No.
Here are five reasons why the head of the Central Bank of both Kazakhstan and Russia can be dismissed. If all this is not there, it will collapse the national currency rate by at least 50%, you cannot do anything with it. This is the paradox - this is independence. He is appointed in agreement with the Americans - there is an appointment procedure. But there is no recall procedure. This is the huge problem.
Why did this happen in Kazakhstan - everything collapsed at once, while in Russia the exchange rate gradually dropped? Because in Kazakhstan, apparently, Nazarbayev failed to exert certain influence and pressure on the Central Bank of Kazakhstan. And in Russia, Vladimir Vladimirovich called Elvira Nabiulina and had a heart-to-heart talk with her, and therefore this process happened quite smoothly, but at the same time firmly.
What conclusions emerge from this? The Central Bank needs to be subordinated to the state. In today's situation, there are no levers of influence on the Central Bank other than intimate conversations. If you fire this manager, he will, in accordance with both state and international law, immediately file for arbitration and be reinstated in this post. Because he did everything as he should have done. Because the entire system is aimed at siphoning resources in favor of the United States and its European allies. That's the main problem.
And there may be indirect things from this. Imagine: the President of Kazakhstan begins to say that the Central Bank is not working well. Today we see: he, as a sensible politician, says what? “Well, it’s good that the exchange rate has dropped by 20%. But national producers of Kazakhstan will receive preferences.” Will they get it? Of course, due to the depreciation of the currency.
But we must understand that the leader (politician) says this because if he says other things, it will be even worse.
A. Voitenkov: Correct. He cannot say: “They are so and so bad, they don’t listen to me, they ruined our course.”
N. Starikov: Okay. Let's say a softer wording; “The Central Bank of Kazakhstan, its head, failed to cope with the functions of a regulator and controller. For everything to happen the way it should happen, I couldn’t cope.” What follows from this? International agencies, all sorts of Moodys, Standard & Poor's and other features, what do they do? They are lowering the credit rating of Kazakhstan because its Central Bank is not working well, its country’s leader is interfering with the competence of an independent Central Bank (this is the most important thing!). And Kazakhstan is getting additional problems in the financial market, because its securities are no longer quoted.
As soon as you start to initiate this scandal, the state gets worse. This is how cleverly this system works. What should we strive for? Towards the creation of a national emission center. Perhaps supranational, to solve the problems of Russia, Belarus, and Kazakhstan at once. An emission center within the framework of the new Eurasian Union, in which our currency will be, perhaps smoothly, perhaps less smoothly, untied from the dollar, and we will receive the function of supranational sovereign emission. This is what it should be. And the Central Bank is the one that will carry out this issue; it will be directly subordinate to the country’s leadership. And then such pandemonium will never happen. As long as we are included in this system, we must understand that any crisis is organized in order to help Americans solve their problems.
I’ll say something that may not be very obvious at the moment: the weakening of the tenge and ruble exchange rate is caused by colossal problems with the dollar and the American economy. This is where the paradox really lies.
A. Voitenkov: So we should expect the currencies of other countries to weaken?
N. Starikov: It is happening little by little. For example, the Polish zloty also fell. But Poland is included in the European Union. If you start losing zlotys, the whole “democracy leads to a high standard of living” system will collapse. This is the first. Second. The Polish economy is small. You won't shake anything from a Polish tree - one pear will fall to you. But from the Russian market, from the Kazakh market, you can shake up a whole basket of apples and pears and take them to your American partners so that they can quickly eat them. That's the problem.
A. Voitenkov: They will shake us, from Kazakhstan, and then they will go on to shake someone else? Not the European Union, but India, China, and someone else.
N. Starikov: Yes. But we need to understand that they will shake us again when they feel bad again. For some reason, any of their crises affects us. A very clever system. When the US economy is booming, it siphons resources out of us because that's where everything goes. When the US economy is bad, it still pulls the same resources out of us.
Being in this connection, in this global financial economy, we will never be able to live normally. Because we are always extreme. We are always those slaves whose forelocks crack when the lords resolve their issues.
Therefore, we need to gradually leave this system, returning to sovereign emissions.[3]
Protests organized by Washington are destabilizing the situation in Ukraine
02/16/2014
American politician Paul Craig Roberts analyzes the situation in Ukraine[4]. And he has absolutely no doubt that the protests in our neighbors “are organized by the CIA, the US State Department, as well as non-governmental organizations (NGOs) funded by Washington and the EU.”
However, his “view from across the ocean” does not see the “details” - after all, there was never any talk of Ukraine’s direct entry into the EEC. But in general, it is very useful to get acquainted with the thoughts of someone who worked under Reagan in the US administration, and today is a critic of modern US policy.
The American politician makes the reason for what is happening in Ukraine crystal clear: “The protests in Western Ukraine are organized by the CIA, the US State Department, as well as Washington and EU-funded non-governmental organizations (NGOs) that work together with the CIA and the State Department. The purpose of the protests is to reverse the decision of the independent government of Ukraine not to join the EU.”
It’s difficult to agree with Paul Craig Roberts on details. He points out that “for the EU Government the goal is to enlarge the EU.” Not so - no one was going to accept Ukraine into the EEC. The goal is different - Ukrainian territory as a colony. Is there a difference? She's huge. A colony is never equal to the metropolis; its task is to pump resources to the metropolis.
As for the “details” of the US goals, the author writes about it this way: “Washington’s goals are to provide Ukraine for robbery by American banks and corporations and to bring Ukraine into NATO, so that Washington can place more military bases on the border with Russia.” The desire to bring NATO infrastructure closer to Russia is certainly visible in what has happened and is happening near the borders of the Russian Federation. From the border with Ukraine it is only 500 km to Moscow. For a rocket - a minute of summer. Flight time is a very important characteristic. But in destroying Ukraine, the Americans are pursuing many goals. More precisely, these are all goals of the second level, these are means. The main goal is to weaken Russia as one of the United States' competitors.
Paul Roberts fully agrees with this: “There are three countries in the world that stand in the way of Washington’s hegemony throughout the world - Russia, China and Iran. Each of these countries is being targeted by Washington for their destruction or degradation of their sovereignty through propaganda, and is also targeted by American military bases that are stationed in countries forced to host them by Washington's will."
Paul Roberts' article came out at a time when the famous "mat" of State Department representative Victoria Nuland, as a result of the "leak" of her conversation, was heard throughout the world. And it became obvious to everyone that the States themselves decide who should be the prime minister of Ukraine, and in this process they do not even listen to the opinion of Europe.
“The reaction of neo-conservative Victoria Nuland, appointed assistant secretary of state by the duplicitous Obama, was “fuck the EU!” In a telephone conversation, she described in detail the members of the Ukrainian government that Washington intended to impose on the people of Ukraine, so unaware that they, believing in independence, were in a hurry to rush into Washington's arms. I once thought that there was no population more naive than the population of the United States. But I was wrong. Western Ukrainians are even more naive than Americans,” writes the American politician.[5]
He mentions that Victoria Nuland herself has already said that the United States “invested” $5 billion in “supporting democracy” in Ukraine[6].
“I have never in my life witnessed people as senseless as Ukrainian protesters who are destroying the independence of their country,” writes an American politician who does not like the double standards used by the United States in its foreign policy.
“Even though the Ukrainian 'protesters' were violent, the police were restrained. Washington has a vested interest in continuing the protests, in hopes of turning these protests into an insurrection so Washington can take over Ukraine. This week, the US House of Representatives passed a resolution threatening sanctions if violent protests are cracked down by police. In other words, if Ukrainian police behave towards violent protesters in the same way that American police behave towards peaceful demonstrators, this will become a reason for Washington to interfere in the internal affairs of Ukraine. Washington is using the protests to destroy Ukraine’s independence and already has a ready list of puppets that Washington intends to install as the next government of Ukraine.”[7]
How the Fifth Column is fighting the Customs Union
02/19/2014
The Customs Union is the first step towards the restoration of the Common Geopolitical Space. Restoration of a powerful union of Slavs, Turks and other peoples, united within the framework of Russian civilization.
The USA understands this. They understand and resist.
Today’s attempt to tear Ukraine away from Russia (Belarus, Kazakhstan, etc.) at any cost is nothing more than creating obstacles to the reintegration of the economies and political systems of what was a single whole for hundreds of years and only thanks to Gorbachev’s betrayal became different states.
Propaganda of the “negative consequences”, “worthlessness”, “uselessness” of the Customs Union is going on in all countries.
Ukraine
Here the Customs Union is called in leaflets... Taiga. Creating a terrible impression that after joining the CU everyone will immediately be sent to fell wood in the taiga.
Russia
“More than two months have passed since the creation of the Customs Union. The Russian newspaper Vedomosti, citing anonymous sources, writes about Russia’s losses from the Customs Union: “The Russian budget in the first half of 2011 could have received a shortfall of about 18.5 billion rubles due to the fact that import duties within the Customs Union are distributed among Russian budgets , Belarus and Kazakhstan according to a pre-determined formula, and not based on real import data."[8]
Kazakhstan
“The Kazakh opposition is initiating a referendum on the issue of Kazakhstan’s withdrawal from the Customs Union with Russia and Belarus... Oppositionists believe that the Customs Union is more like an attempt to restore the USSR than a profitable economic project.”[9]
Belarus
“Belarus must leave the Customs Union and the Collective Security Treaty Organization. This statement is contained in the “Manifesto on the Protection of National Interests,” voiced on August 23 by the leader of the Belarusian Popular Front Party, Alexei Yanukevich, and the party’s presidential contender, Grigory Kostusev... In addition, members of the Belarusian Popular Front declared the need to withdraw Russian military bases from the territory of Belarus, since “our land is not intended to be a “shield”, “outpost” or “buffer” for neighboring states.”[10]
“Joining the Customs Union has not yet brought tangible results to Belarus. On the contrary, according to experts, its virtually planned economy was unable to compete with the market economies of Russia and Kazakhstan. Now the country is going through a severe financial and economic crisis, which has been brought closer by joining the Customs Union.”[11]
Please note that, according to the “experts” and the “opposition”... all countries bear losses. Simultaneously. Belarusians, Kazakhs and Russians are told that they are the ones who lose when someone else wins. But that doesn't happen.
As soon as there was talk about Armenia and Kyrgyzstan joining the Customs Union, similar information appeared in the “independent” media of Armenia and Kyrgyzstan.
Armenia
“A protest rally was held in front of the residence of the President of Armenia, the participants of which stated that they were against the statement signed yesterday in Moscow by President Serzh Sargsyan on his readiness to join the Customs Union. The participants of the action came with “USSR” ice cream, thereby, in essence, showing that Armenia is taking a step towards restoring the former USSR.”[12]
“In Armenia, civil initiative is protesting against joining the Unified Customs Union.
The initiative “We are against the customs union with Russia” issued a statement against Armenia’s accession to this structure. As noted in the statement, if it joins the Customs Union, Armenia will not be able to conclude a Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Agreement with the EU and introduce European criteria throughout the economy.
“Let us leave aside the fact that the benefits to Armenia from the Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Area are incompatible with the Customs Union. Let us also leave aside the fact that we will suffer serious economic losses - as is the case with the rise in prices of granulated sugar, meat and building materials, since we import them mainly from countries outside the Single Customs Union.
The Customs Union is guided by authoritarianism and widespread corruption. This is an attempt to expand the borders of Russia, which is “shining” for its lack of freedom of speech.
The Armenian people are part of European, not Russian civilization, we have a system of democratic values and will not tolerate the yoke of others, because freedom and independence are part of our self-awareness.
We are concerned that if Armenia joins the Unified Customs Union, it will actually lose its sovereignty, which after some time will be registered legally - Armenia will be erased from the political map of the world.”[13]
Wherever the Fifth Column speaks, it always says the same mantras about freedom, universal human values and scares its citizens with the destruction of Ukraine (Armenia, Belarus) if it joins the Customs Union. At the same time, it does not explain at all why, over the centuries of living together in the Russian Empire and the USSR, neither Armenians, nor Ukrainians, nor any people in general, disappeared or “transferred.”
The favorite phrase of the Fifth Column is also the words that Ukrainians (Armenians, Belarusians) are part of European civilization.
It’s quite funny that, following these patterns, the “opposition” from Kyrgyzstan says exactly the same things. And even more.
Kyrgyzstan
“...You cannot compare Kyrgyzstan with such rich states within the Customs Union as Kazakhstan and Belarus. These two states, compared to Kyrgyzstan, have many economic features associated with Russia. They have enough powerful enterprises, plants, factories that can compete on equal terms with Russia.
The second feature: the above countries, led by Russia, are totalitarian states. Today Belarus remains the only authoritarian state in Europe. It stands like an indelible black stain in Europe...
Belarus is the only authoritarian state in Europe, and Kyrgyzstan is the only democratic state in Central Asia.
There are many negative impacts on Kyrgyzstan from the Customs Union. Firstly, it is known that prices for food products will increase significantly to equalize them under the auspices of the Customs Union. It’s clear that Chinese consumer goods will become more expensive.”[14] It would seem like a set of ordinary “horror stories”: Russia is bad, everything will become more expensive, etc.
But further, the Kyrgyz conscientious journalist Nazarkul Zhooshbaev surpasses all his liberal colleagues.
“Nevertheless, it would be good for Kyrgyzstan, which is inclined towards democratic values, to look further, strive for cooperation with the European Union, and become its member. Surely it is not without reason that China has recently been striving to become a member of this authoritative organization in the world? It would be much easier for Kyrgyzstan as a member of the World Trade Organization to create trade and economic relations with the European Union.”[15]
The Kyrgyz journalist clearly deserves an increase in his American grant. He lies blatantly, without blushing and falsifying facts on the fly, as befits a true “fighter against totalitarianism.”
In three sentences he managed:
♦ Talk about the possibility of Kyrgyzstan joining the European Union.
(It will be clear to anyone other than a liberal that this is impossible for a number of reasons. If only for the fact that Kyrgyzstan is located in Asia!)
♦ Present this entry, which is impossible in reality, as some kind of alternative to joining the Customs Union.
(It’s strange that Nazarkul Zhooshbaev does not write about the possibility of becoming the 51st state of the United States. For Kyrgyzstan, the probability is exactly the same as joining the EEC.)
♦ Write about China's desire to become a member of the European Union.
(Where did he get this from? I’m afraid that the Kyrgyz oppositionist is the only keeper of such exclusive information in the world. Even the leaders of the CCP do not know about this.)
♦ Point out that some mythical “entry” into the EEC could help boost the economy and “establish” ties with the EEC.
(I would like to ask, what is preventing WTO member Kyrgyzstan from establishing trade relations with the EEC today?)
The conclusion suggests itself is the following: we need to move forward without listening to paid American propagandists who live in different countries and receive money for slowing down the unification of peoples into a single geopolitical space.
Chapter 2 Coup d'etat in Ukraine: made in the USA
Ukraine - chronology of the defeat of the opposition
01/27/2014
In the stream of alarming news coming from Ukraine, it is very difficult to discern the direction in which the “wind is blowing.” Assess a lot of facts, draw conclusions and understand the direction of further events.
Due to the fact that I perfectly understand and share the feeling of anxiety for the fate of the Motherland and children that has gripped the residents of Ukraine, and seeing some misunderstanding of what is happening on the part of the patriots defending law and order, I will try to express my point of view. Moreover, apparently, ordinary Maidan activists themselves cannot soberly assess what is happening. The only ones among the opposition who understand the situation quite adequately are the “trio” Yatsenyuk, Klitschko, Tyagnibok. That's why they walk around so gloomy.
1. Let's ask ourselves - where, in fact, did it all begin? Since Yanukovych’s failure to sign the enslaving association agreement with the EEC. What demands did the Maidan movement put forward at the beginning? Bring back the “dream”. That is, sign an agreement. The pressure on Yanukovych began precisely from this. Before the “non-signing”, not a single “oppositionist” said that the president was “illegitimate.” And as soon as Yanukovych refused to sign, he immediately found himself in the center of a whole whirlwind of criticism and accusations.
2. Today no one remembers this association agreement at all. This means that the goal has been achieved. Ukraine did not sign an enslaving agreement and was not handed over to the West “for food.”
3. All further steps of the “opposition”, led from the American embassy, on the one hand, and the Ukrainian leadership, on the other, are a delicate chess game. Terrible, like all political parties, where the pawns are ordinary citizens, their lives and health.
4. Yanukovych did not give in at all, did not give up at all. Like a chess game, he gave his opponent the initiative, sacrificed, and then drove the opponents into a corner.
At first, Yanukovych did not disperse the militants, but gave them the opportunity to show their true nature when attempting to storm the presidential administration. This is when conscript soldiers were beaten, burned, and stoned by “peaceful demonstrators.”
Then the authorities demonstratively harshly adopted a package of laws, according to which the leaders of the “protest” were given real deadlines. And thus put them in a very difficult position.
The fact is that the “orange revolution” has its own special dramaturgy. The protest really should be peaceful - thus creating the illusion of popular support for the coup. Fighting in the streets spoils the entire “orange drama”, which only implies violence hidden behind “peaceful protest” (seizures and blocking of buildings). The essence of “Orangeism” can be expressed in two words like this: we are peaceful, and the bloody regime is killing (beating) us. When “protesters” beat and burn police under the barrel of television cameras, the effect is the opposite.
The difficulty of the “trio of oppositionists” was that after the adoption of “repressive laws” they could not help but react to them. You can’t leave - they will become weaklings and lose all their supporters; staying means leaving the right field and becoming rebels. Losing the halo of fighters and gaining the halo of criminals.
Here there was an attempt by several hundred militants to break through to the Rada building through Grushevsky Street. The road was blocked by a "Berkut". The attack began - again the whole world saw that the police were confronting armed and trained militants, and not peaceful demonstrators. This “effect” was paid for with the injuries of two hundred law enforcement officers. (There is apparently really no other way to win the information war in the current conditions of Ukraine, when all the channels are “opposition”.)
Please note: the attack on the Rada began on Sunday evening, when there was no one there except a few cleaners. And it was repeated without success, head-on, several times. No one even tried to enter the Rada from the other side. Only assault, only head-on. This means that the goal was “not victory, but participation.” It was important to demonstrate their trump cards - the militants in action, and not at all to break into an empty building.
In this tense situation, the leadership of Ukraine did the right thing - again, law enforcement officers were passive and allowed the militants to “show themselves.” Having encountered no resistance, they simply went crazy and almost got out of control. But Berkut did not get out of control. What has become the new trump card of power - we control our forces, and you control yours?
Then the “opposition” went to bargain with Yanukovych, realizing the sad truth of their situation. The goal of the “trio” is to collapse Maidan, which has ceased to be “orange”, and therefore has ceased to be needed by the West. Western curators began to curtail support for their charges. Remember how many diplomats and “cookies” there were on Maidan when the protest was peaceful? They all disappeared after the real fighting began.
The task of “Klitschko-Tyagnibok-Yatsenyuk” was simple - to get some kind of concession that can be passed off as a victory and proudly leave with it, curtailing the Maidan.
It was not possible to reach an agreement - the laws were published and came into force.
Now the move was up to the “opposition”. And it was done. The corpses of the demonstrators appeared. However, all attempts to pass them off as victims of the “Berkut snipers” failed - it is significant that Western newspapers did not raise a howl about the “bloody regime”.
The authorities’ response was to disavow the version of the murder of demonstrators with a new round of “police inaction.” Well, how can you blame her if the Berkut stands rooted to the spot. Unless about ten people “take it away” and again stand in the same place.
Don’t forget - time works for power. A crowd driven by emotions is a terrible force. But she has one weakness - she is not able to be wound up for a long time.
The next trump card of the “opposition” was the seizure of government buildings in the regions. The hope of getting a picture of a “popular uprising” for Western friends is again failing. The comments of the newspapers there are caustic - disappointment in Klitschko, in the anti-Semite Tyagnibok, in the indecisive Yatsenyuk. They don't like taking over buildings either. Ukraine is still in first place in the news and on the front pages, but the time allocated to it is shrinking. In Sunday German newspapers (some) Ukraine is already on the second page.
The Maidan leaders know that they are already deprived of the support of the West, that he will still grumble for formalities, but for himself he has already closed the “Maidan 2014 project”. To open the “Elections 2015” project.
A colossal gift for the “trio” could be a forceful dispersal - then they dismantle the Maidan for a good reason, become martyrs and have every chance to lead the “Maidan 2015”. But Yanukovych understands this and does not give them what they want.
Here the President of Ukraine makes a brilliant “knight’s move.” He proposes Yatsenyuk to become prime minister, and Klitschko to become deputy prime minister for social issues. The “oppositionists” are knocked out. The move is the strongest.
Agreeing for Yatsenyuk and Klitschko means:
♦ assign responsibility to themselves, and they would like to give it to Yanukovych, so that by the time of the new elections he will be to blame for everything;
♦ Yanukovych can fire them at any time in disgrace;
♦ social issues are generally a bad place, like agriculture during the USSR. Success is impossible and failure is guaranteed;
♦ for the two of them to agree means to quarrel with the third - Tyagnibok. He is not offered any position. But the bulk of the militants are his. And then what will Prime Minister Yatsenyuk do - disperse the Svoboda militants who do not want to disperse?
It’s also impossible to refuse the president’s offer: you look like a frivolous clown. Can you scream, can't you work?
That is why the answer of the “oppositionists” is taken from Trotsky’s biography: we do not agree, but we do not refuse either. Why is that? There's just nothing to say. Knockout!
Now what? Now the bargaining will continue. The opposition will try to “cancel” the laws adopted “under them” and, declaring this a huge victory, collapse the Maidan. (Other “Yanukovych’s concessions” similarly give them nothing but a pretext.)
Let's summarize: through precise and competent steps, the Ukrainian authorities have driven the “opposition” into such a situation that any of its actions only worsens its position. The coup failed and cannot succeed. This is what the leaders do not tell the ordinary Maidan activists. Now the bargaining is not for the victory of the “opposition”, but for an acceptable form of their defeat.
The West understands perfectly well that a forceful seizure of power in several regions or in Kyiv will lead to a split in the country and a potential war, which it does not need. With the collapse of Ukraine, the West will receive Westerners and zero industry, and Russia will receive zero Westerners and all Ukrainian industry. Russia also does not need the collapse of Ukraine, since a war near our borders, in the place where our fleet is based, where our brothers and sisters live, could be a colossal problem for us.
This means that Western support for the “oppositionists” is decreasing every day, and support (with advice and credit) for Yanukovych from Russia will not decrease.
That's it.
All that remains is to once again express my great respect to the guys from Berkut - it is their endurance, courage and professionalism that have become the main resource of the current chess game.
I would like to note that today's events are an echo of the collapse of the United Country in 1991. The policy of creating national elites, separate “appanage principalities”, fragmentation, beautifully called “independence” - all became a consequence of the betrayal of their people by Gorbachev and his accomplices. And the holes that arise, as usual, are plugged with the bodies of soldiers and officers. The Berkut soldier or soldier of the internal troops, wounded today in Kyiv, is a victim of the civil war, the civil strife that was imposed on our people in 1991. Like the soldiers of the Russian army who died in Tskhinvali in 2008, like numerous victims of many interethnic conflicts in the space of a once united country.
I would like to hope that these sacrifices will not be in vain.
There is an attempted coup in Kyiv
02/19/2014
In 2004, the “orange revolution” took place in Ukraine in its purest, classic version. 10 years later, in the same place - on the Maidan - we see the final collapse of the seizure of power through the “orange” scenario.
Having been defeated in the delicate chess game for control of Ukraine, the West decided to mix up the pieces and hit it “over the head with the board.” The orange rules of power grabs have been thrown aside. Girls with carnations in their hands and “peaceful demonstrators” are becoming a thing of the past. They are being replaced by the good old coup d'etat with all the corresponding attributes: trained militants, shot dead law enforcement officers, seizures of government buildings, arson, robberies, murders.
Today's events in Kyiv clearly demonstrate the frank transition of the Western-funded “opposition” to the use of force to seize power. Why did this happen?
President Putin said this some time ago:
“In my opinion, everything that is happening, as I have already said, is not directly related to Ukraine’s interaction with the European Union. This is an internal political process, an attempt by the opposition to shake up the current, legitimate, I want to emphasize, government in the country. And moreover: everything that is happening now suggests that this is not a revolution at all, but well-prepared actions. And these actions, in my opinion, were not prepared for today. They were preparing for the presidential election campaign in the spring of 2015. It’s just a slight false start due to certain circumstances, but these are all preparations for the presidential elections.”
The West had to build a new arrangement of figures on the fly, improvising. As a result, we saw a strange trio of the Nazi Tyagnibok, the boxer Klitschko and the liberal Yatsenyuk, who were unable to achieve anything and in 2.5 months completely lost their authority even among their supporters. Support for Maidan was provided only in the western regions of Ukraine and among radical youth. There was no need to talk about any “support of the people.”
The violent actions of the “opposition” and the courage of Ukrainian law enforcement officers led to a change in public opinion. Yatsenyuk, Klitschko and Tyagnibok were forced to make concessions under pressure from their Western handlers. Seized administrative buildings began to be vacated, the authorities announced an amnesty, and the Russian Minister of Finance announced the provision of another tranche in the amount of $2 billion. And suddenly everything changed. It changed in one day.
The West realized that a completely failed “orange” scenario and a change in public opinion could jeopardize all plans for the victory of the next Yushchenko, that is, a Western puppet, in the presidential elections in Ukraine in 2015, so it is necessary to act immediately. Now. Even taking into account the fact that the militants were not one hundred percent ready.
And therefore, between the “deflated” Maidan and the attempt to seize power by force, there was no pause for the rest of 2014. “Partners” from the West, seeing their loss in the “orange” scenario, decided to “reset the pieces on the board.” Since they were initially preparing to seize power by 2015, they improvise “on the knee,” as they say. And they were not ready for a violent scenario. And a power grip is also obtained “on the knee”. They are not ready, for example, for a harsh response from the authorities now, just as they were not ready for its absence during the Maidan.
But time pressure and zugzwang, two states in which today’s “partners” find themselves, dictate to them a choice between defeat or complete chaos. They chose chaos. But this chaos itself suggests that Maidan as an “orange” technology has already lost.
The march to the Verkhovna Rada announced by the opposition right before our eyes turned into an attempt to seize power by force, the pretext for which was the unexpected desire of the West and its puppets in Ukraine to change the Constitution, depriving the president of a significant part of his powers. Please note: while President Yanukovych was talking about the need for European integration, no one made any attempts to change the Constitution, because the West was quite happy with the head of Ukraine signing an enslaving agreement with the European Union.
As soon as Yanukovych refused to sign this document, the opposition immediately became inflamed with the desire to take away some of his powers. It’s hard to call it politics—it’s pure politicking. Unfortunately, soldiers of the internal troops, police officers and ordinary citizens of the country are paying for this politicking and direct betrayal of the interests of Ukraine. The coup d'etat scenario has not changed for centuries. This is a forceful seizure of key points of power. Yesterday's attempt to break through to the Verkhovna Rada, which resulted in the death of several people, was an attempted coup.
The intensity of passions was completely unusual even for recent events in Ukraine. Never before have radical militants been willing to kill. The response to an attempted coup should be strict compliance by the authorities with their duties, namely the harsh suppression of any attempts to seize and usurp power, which in any country are a grave criminal offense.
Unfortunately, there are no miracles in politics: if you turn a blind eye to the activities of pro-Nazi organizations and militant camps in the country for many years, if you allow torchlight processions and marches of Banderaites in the center of the capital, this cannot end well. Alas, the classic of Russian literature was not mistaken in his assessment of politics: the Nazi abscess in Ukrainian politics will not resolve by itself. It needs to be cleaned out. And treat.
Once again, I would like to express my condolences to the families and friends of those killed in Ukraine, and wish fortitude and courage to the Ukrainian security forces and government officials.
Kyiv. Maidan. Unknown snipers
02/20/2014
The attempted coup, which we see today in Ukraine, requires “sacred sacrifices.” Since the police and Berkut do not use firearms, this resulted in a very uncomfortable situation.
Policemen were killed, random people were killed, like a correspondent for the Vesti newspaper, but among the militants there were no casualties related to the shooting of law enforcement officers.
The “revolution” turns out to be strange - mostly only the defenders of order were killed. Although, strangely enough, this always happens. After all, law enforcement agencies carry out orders, and the militants are free in their actions, and their most radical part is not controlled by anyone at all.
But for a coup d’etat, you need a “picture” - the government is supposedly shooting at the people. We need victims, we need the death of protesters.
An attempt to blame the authorities for shooting “snipers of the authorities” was made during coups d’etat: Libya, Syria, Egypt, Kyrgyzstan, Moscow in 1993. In Kyiv, during the confrontation on Grushevsky Street, Euromaidan actively disseminated ten-year-old photos from Kyrgyzstan, passing them off as current photographs of “Berkut snipers.”
These are all old tricks. I have written about this countless times. But the West acts the same way all the time. The principle is this:
“Unknown snipers” appear on the rooftops. These are employees of Western intelligence services. In 1993 in Moscow, they shot at people directly from the roof of the US Embassy.
1. The task of these scoundrels is to kill. Kill protesters, kill police officers, kill bystanders. They shoot in all directions.
2. The authorities will be blamed for the deaths of protesters and militants, and the militants will be blamed for the deaths of police officers. Random passers-by, preferably young girls, will add fuel to the fire. Their deaths will also be blamed on the authorities, who actually prohibit firing firearms.
3. The ultimate goal is mass clashes with a mass of victims, after which the United States and its allies will be able to put pressure on Yanukovych, who is “killing people and crossing the line.” Further, options are possible, from Libyan to Syrian.
But for any development of events, there must first be “unknown snipers” who will kill people.
The revolution needs “sacred victims” - “unknown snipers” shoot at militants:
Western media are helping to inflame passions. Some people kill, others create the necessary emotional background.
“During the morning fighting in the Maidan Independence area, 22 people were killed, the BBC reports. Oppositionists claim that 13 people were killed by a sniper shooting from the roof of one of the adjacent buildings. All the dead activists—men aged about 20—suffered targeted wounds to the chest or neck.
From the Maidan stage they report that on Instytutskaya Street, as well as on Grushevsky Street, there are snipers on the roofs who shoot to kill. It has not yet been possible to eliminate them”[16].
The authorities have no sense in the death of 13 militants. No point. It is necessary to eliminate the entire source of tension, and not anger the rioters. Not sniper rifles, but machine guns are used if they want to disperse a crowd.
Shooting at the police is carried out in the same way by “unknown snipers” - its purpose is somewhat different. Not to kill policemen, but to maim and wound. So that they too are angry and full of rage and the Ukrainian authorities decide on the most severe scenario that the United States needs for further actions.
“Law enforcement agencies previously reported a sniper attack. According to official information from the Ministry of Internal Affairs, one policeman was killed and 29 were injured. The use of weapons in the Maidan area caused the retreat of special forces and internal troops”[17].
Who is this sniper who wounded 29 people? Bad? Or, on the contrary, very good - his task is precisely to wound policemen.
And here comes shooting at “random people” - journalists. The death of a journalist, especially a Western one, will set the right tone for the entire Western press. And the sniper opens fire. But it is not clear what kind of channel his victims represent. And the channel turns out to be Russian. The journalist was saved by wearing a bulletproof vest.
“Producer of the RUPTLY video agency Daniil Anisimov came under fire while covering armed clashes on the Maidan in Kyiv. The journalist was in the lobby of the 14th floor of one of the central hotels when he was shot from a firearm through a window. The live bullet hit Anisimov's body armor, passing tangentially, and hit the television camera of the film crew. According to Anisimov, it is unknown where the shot was fired from.”[18].
Take care of yourself. Don’t let them make you cannon fodder in Washington’s game for control of Ukraine.
The driving forces of the coup in Ukraine: betrayal, blackmail, “unknown snipers”
02/23/2014
“Unknown snipers” killed about three dozen people in the capital of Ukraine. Provocateurs from Western intelligence services killed police officers, Maidan militants and random passers-by in order to inflame passions. The goal is a coup d'état. Coup by force. While some of the “protesters” and the police beat each other with batons and defended themselves with shields, someone shot people in cold blood. Who is this?
This is not difficult to understand.
All the mechanics of the coup are evident.
The killings of people by “unknown snipers”, who were actually planted on the roofs of Kyiv by Western intelligence services, provide an opportunity to accuse the authorities of violence. And start using violence against the authorities. Western and Western-controlled Ukrainian media are picking up the provocation and shaping public opinion in the West and Ukraine. This is a multi-step game in which the “opposition”, Western authorities and intelligence services and “independent media” are leading one bloody round dance.
What happened?
Immediately after the end of the Maidan (that is, the “orange scenario”), when the authorities gave an amnesty to the militants, and they, in turn, cleared most of the buildings, the “opposition” led by the West began a coup d’etat. The militants began an attack on the police - this was necessary to create chaos and a situation in which “unknown snipers” would start shooting. We need corpses, we need blood. Therefore, militant commanders send their “soldiers” to be slaughtered, and “unknown snipers” start shooting. Immediately, videos began to be distributed on the Internet in which one can see “how Berkut shoots.”
New? Nothing new. The Internet is full of videos where:
♦ “the troops of “bloody Gaddafi” are shooting at the people”;
♦ “the troops of the bloody Bashar Assad are shooting at the people”;
♦ “President Mubarak’s troops are shooting at the people.”
Now they have added videos in which “Yanukovych gave the order to shoot at the people.”
The connection is obvious, the scenario is the same. These are provocateurs and staged videos.
Further events develop as follows. After the murder of people by “unknown snipers,” pressure is put on Yanukovych. The West insists that it is responsible for the blood. The solution is simple - give up. And Yanukovych, apparently, wavered. In his interview, which he gave in Kharkov, he talks “about security guarantees from Western mediators.”
Some of Yanukovych’s associates betray him and Ukraine by running over to the side of the putschists. And Yanukovych said this in an interview.
The driving forces of the coup in Ukraine: betrayal, blackmail, snipers.
The “opposition” plan, but in fact the US plan, further developed as follows.
1. The police are withdrawn from the Maidan. It will unlock. (The mayor of Kyiv betrays Yanukovych.)
2. Next, the government quarter is taken under control by militants. Now the coup can be legitimized.
3. There are not enough “opposition” deputies to make decisions: deputies from the Party of Regions are bought, threatened, beaten in order to gain a quorum. Some people simply vote for them, although these people are not in the Rada, and they even have the voting card.
4. The purpose of voting is to change the Constitution. This is necessary in order to take away Yanukovych’s powers. This is the appointment of security ministers to take control of forces and structures and not allow the coup to be suppressed.
5. Yanukovych is losing ground. What they told him, what they threatened him with, we will most likely never know.
6. By agreeing to early elections, he falls into a trap - having surrendered all power, he can no longer influence the course of events.
7. In the Rada, they beat the speaker from the Party of Regions and threaten him to resign (who saw this statement, was it there?). A new speaker is appointed - this is necessary in order to set the date for new presidential elections INSTEAD OF YANUKOVYCH.
8. The Rada changes the article of the Criminal Code, and Tymoshenko is released. (Please note - the same Rada was unable to make a decision in November 2013 to change the laws so that she could go to Germany for “treatment”! And now the same deputies simply released her!)
A quick multi-step according to the scenario of February 1917 - the creation of a new government. First the rebellion, then its legitimization through the new Rada (in February 1917 - the Provisional Government).
The conditions for this coup d'etat are the obligatory betrayal of part of the elite and the criminal softness of the country's leader. Yanukovych was obliged to suppress the coup and had every opportunity to do so. But he wavered, and immediately, the next day, the West carried out the entire scenario described above.
What can I say about this? In 1941, the Nazis captured Kyiv. In November 1943 he was released.
Let us not lose our presence of mind and faith in the strength of our people.[19]
Why Yanukovych lost power and will there be a split in Ukraine
02/24/2014
Every genre of art has its own name: there is opera, there is ballet, there is operetta, etc. In the same way, political “genres” have their own clear and precise names. There is electoral democracy, there is dictatorship, there is monarchy. And the methods of obtaining power also have definitions: there is a legitimate victory in elections, a legitimate inheritance of the throne. And there is a coup d'état. This is when a change of power occurs with violence against the previous government.
What happened in Ukraine is called a coup d'état. President Yanukovych was removed from power by parliamentary decree; The Speaker of the Rada resigned (sent?); the Constitution was changed; the head of the Ministry of Internal Affairs was replaced; government buildings are guarded by militants, not police; A number of laws were repealed - all this happened in just a couple of days. The reason was: first peaceful protests, then beatings and fights with law enforcement officers, then the murders of police officers and civilians. Then the militants took control of the authorities, and the Rada began churning out laws, in the language of Russian liberals, like a “mad printer.” Violence as a way to gain power. What can all this be called? Coup d'etat. Classics of the genre.
Now that we have defined what happened, let’s figure out how this became possible and what we can now expect.
The West’s first reaction to Yanukovych’s failure to sign an association agreement with the EEC was the organization of the Maidan. Peaceful protest, talk of “a stolen dream” - all this was just a cover for the West’s attempt to put pressure on Yanukovych in order to change his position and sign the agreement. As a result, Brussels should have received the actual right to govern Ukraine economically and politically. President Yanukovych, who has been talking about “European integration” for ALMOST FOUR YEARS (!), suited the West quite well, and no one in Europe spoke about “corruption”, “illegitimacy” or reproached him with his luxurious residence in the vicinity of the capital.
As soon as Yanukovych refused to sign, events moved rapidly. Soon all the “protesters” had already forgotten about “European integration” and began to demand the resignation of the president. I will not now recall in detail all the milestones of the confrontation, which led to human casualties.
Now about something else - about the main thing. The “orange scenario” of a peaceful seizure of power, which worked in 2004, did not work in 2014.
The “peaceful protest” was stopped by “peaceful police resistance.” The burning Berkut members and internal troops not only stopped the “orange” scenario, but also reduced it to defeat, showing the true face of the “peaceful protesters.”
Why was Yanukovych, who lost so mediocrely in a matter of days in February 2014, able to hold out in November-January? Because during the “orange scenario” he had good advisers. Officially, Russia did not interfere in any way in the conflict in Ukraine - and this is the correct position. But ask yourself - would you lend $15 billion to someone without guarantees that the policy for which you are lending money will be maintained? And 3 billion? Hardly. And Russia was ready to lend to Ukraine precisely in order to maintain a certain political course, just as the West refused to allocate loans for this political course. So, there is no reason to consider Vladimir Putin a naive politician. This means that the Russian leadership was simply obliged to “allocate” advisers to Yanukovych. To be able to “suggest” steps that will help him retain power and maintain the political vector that was set by the refusal to sign an enslaving agreement with the EEC.
The entire “orange” scenario Yanukovych moved in the wake of the suggested actions. And he practically won against the “opposition”. On February 17, 2014, the authorities gave an amnesty to the participants of the riots, were able to stop and prevent accusations of excessive violence (the “oppositionists” unsuccessfully tried to hang two corpses on Grushevsky from Berkut), agree on the liberation of the seized buildings (and they actually began to be liberated) . So that the “oppositionists” could present something as their successes, Yanukovych only promised to hold elections in December 2014, and not in the spring of 2015, which in fact was not important for him, and gave the “opposition” the opportunity to present any - or success.
(Although now you can ask them - what, the elections in May 2014, almost a year earlier than according to the law, cost hundreds of human lives and hundreds of crippled citizens of the country?)
And then the following happened - the “orange” scenario ended, Maidan 2014 ended. And immediately the coup d'état began. The result seemed uninteresting to the States, feeling that Yanukovych could defeat any of their candidates in the presidential elections (and Yulia Tymoshenko is still in prison!), and they gave the go-ahead to a forceful attempt to seize power. On February 18, the “peaceful march” to the Rada turned into a massacre with many killed and many wounded. The militants burned down the office of the Party of Regions and openly killed people there, something they had never done before.
How should the government respond to the violence? Adequately. Just as the “peaceful protest” was defeated by the standing of the Berkut, the violent coup d’etat had to be eliminated by the actions of the Berkut.
That's how it was at first. In a matter of minutes, not even hours, the militants were driven into an encirclement, the metro was stopped, and the entrances to Kyiv were blocked. All that remained was to restore order with a strong hand. The “opposition” provided a reason and a picture for this. This would be a complete victory, and, as we know, winners are not judged. They would try the leaders of the “opposition” who called on people to disobey the authorities, create illegal armed groups, seize government institutions, etc. On the evening of February 18, Klitschko and Yatsenyuk were confused and depressed.
But President Yanukovych did not give an order to liquidate the rebellion. The security forces did not wait for the order. Yanukovych wavered. And he began to negotiate with the opposition and Western emissaries. Yanukovych began his favorite game of two sides - both ours and yours - and this led him to the loss of power.
Yanukovych chose money, guarantees of his personal safety and the safety of his billionaire son, and betrayed everyone who fought on the side of the law against the putschists.
(He himself told HIMSELF about the guarantees he received PERSONALLY in his infamous interview. He didn’t even have the sense not to talk about it on camera!)
The presence of money stored in Western banks (where else can billions be stored?), and a son tied to the Western financial system, led Yanukovych to capitulation. He did not risk fighting the attempt to overthrow him using harsh methods appropriate to the situation, and decided to maintain a “handshake” for the West. He no longer listened to any advice. He betrayed Ukraine.
And he was deceived by the West, just as Gaddafi, Hussein, Milosevic and many others were deceived.
When the authorities stopped resisting, the coup d'etat instantly won, after which in a matter of hours Yanukovych lost all power and everything he had, including his beloved residence.
This is about the question “what happened.”
Now let's talk about how the situation may develop. A coup d'etat always calls itself a legitimate government. And if there is no other legitimate authority, he FINALLY BECOMES A LEGITIMATE AUTHORITY.
Will there be a split in Ukraine? In today's situation it will not exist. Because for a split you need TWO CENTERS OF POWER. And today there is only one - the former putschists in Kyiv. To counter the coup d'etat, a new center of power is needed, which:
1. It will declare (and there is every reason for this) the Rada to be an illegitimate government, and all its decisions, made under the threat of militants, are insignificant. Elections in May will not be held in the same way, since the decision to hold them is illegal.
2. He will announce that the legitimate president is Viktor Yanukovych, who, like it or not, MUST serve his presidential term until December, when legitimate elections will be held. And transfer power to the new president of Ukraine.
3. And this center of power, acting on behalf of the LEGAL President Yanukovych, will be ready to subjugate law enforcement agencies, the army, and create self-defense forces in the entrusted areas.
Without the emergence of a second center of power, there will be no split in Ukraine. They do not fight a coup d'etat with rallies and pickets. This “orange scenario” is stopped by a counter rally, and a violent seizure of power can only be stopped by the creation (or maintenance-restoration) of another legitimate center of power.
In the near future we will see whether such a center of power will appear, whether such a personality will appear, since Yanukovych himself is not capable of this. Until such a center of power begins to take shape, there will be no split in Ukraine.
Until the emergence of this second legitimate center, all talk about help from Russia is a provocation. Because Russia, unlike the West, today does not have a center of power that can be helped. The existing center of power has withdrawn itself, there is no new one. Russia can help the emerging center of power, but it cannot create it. The West did not create a “Western opposition center”; it only helped it and pumped it with resources. An obstetrician can help you give birth, but he cannot help you conceive.
Without the emergence of this new center of power, any actions by Russia will be declared an occupation, and we risk being drawn into an unpredictable military conflict, which is what our American “partners” need. They failed to light the fire of a serious military conflict in Syria and will be happy if it appears on the territory of Ukraine.
The government that gives the title of hero for killing law enforcement officers will not last long
02/25/2014
Any coup d'etat that wins has the same dramaturgy. Those who honestly served the law and kept their oath become outcasts and enemies. Those who broke the law and tried to seize power by force, on the contrary, become heroes.
This is what happened in February 1917 - policemen were killed, gendarmes and officers were killed and maimed. And the “peaceful demonstrators” of that time who died in street battles, plus everyone who was found in the morgues who died for reasons unrelated to the revolution, were declared “victims of the revolution” and buried in the center of Petrograd. On the Champ de Mars.
Today we see that the new government of Ukraine, whose dubious legitimacy is stained with the blood of faithful servants of the law, is following exactly this path.
News 1.
February 24, 2014
“The Verkhovna Rada adopted a resolution to award the title “Hero of Ukraine” to the deceased participants in the protests.
...The resolution provides for an appeal to the next President of Ukraine with a proposal to posthumously award the title “Hero of Ukraine” to fallen civilian participants in armed conflicts during peaceful protests during November 2013 - February 2014. The resolution comes into force from the moment of its adoption”[20].
I hope that the next president of Ukraine will be smart enough not to do this. Indeed, as of today, all “peaceful demonstrators” have been given an amnesty, which means that the deaths, injuries and mutilations of policemen and soldiers of the internal troops, who honestly followed orders and remained faithful to the oath, will not be investigated and punished.
Those who remained faithful to the oath deserve the title of hero, and not those who broke the law, hiding behind beautiful words. At the same time, the overwhelming majority of killed militants and bystanders were killed by “unknown snipers,” that is, employees of Western intelligence services and provocateurs from among “peaceful demonstrators” (corpses shot in the back of the head, at point-blank range).
News 2.
Who is responsible for the Ukrainian economy, which was on the verge of death due to the coup d'etat? Its organizers, the organizers of the Maidan. Before the Maidan, before the fighting, there was no catastrophe - there was a slow decline of the Ukrainian economy due to the unnatural severance of ties with the economies of other parts of the Russian world. The Maidan began - and the economy collapsed, the coup d'état began on February 18 - and it collapsed.
What is the new government with questionable legitimacy going to do?
Borrow. To finally enslave Ukraine in the clutches of Western creditors. But Yanukovych was also going to take it? Yes, but completely different amounts and in a calm environment. Russia planned to lend Ukraine $15 billion in several installments.
How much do the “revolutionaries” need?
“...“The new authorities” estimated the planned volume of macro-financial assistance needed by the country in 2014–2015 at $35 billion.
And about. Finance Minister Yuri Kolobov proposed holding an international donor conference with the participation of EU countries, the USA and other states, representatives of the IMF and international financial organizations to allocate assistance “for the modernization” of the state.”[21]
For reference: Ukraine’s budget in 2013 was less than 50 billion US dollars.
If you borrow from what you already have, Ukraine will fall into eternal bondage to the United States, the European Union and the IMF.
Also for reference: as of April 2013, Ukraine’s national debt was almost $70 billion.
And now the dashing boys propose to increase the country’s national debt immediately, in one sitting, by 50%. The thinking of real “statesmen” is evident. Or are they temporary workers who are going to grab it and run away to Berlin, London and Brussels?
I wonder who will guarantee that no one will steal this borrowed money, and that the people of Ukraine will not pay off this colossal debt for centuries?
Let's summarize: Ukraine, which is being built by the authors of the coup d'etat, looks like this:
The title of a hero is for something that requires a long prison sentence.
For real heroes - nothing or persecution.
Increasing debt, that is, bondage, at an accelerated pace.
How long will such a society and such power last?
Is the new government of Ukraine legitimate?
02/27/2014
Today I want to talk about legality. To what extent can we even talk about this against the backdrop of the coup d’etat in Ukraine?
But let’s imagine for a moment that everything happened the way many Ukrainian and Western media present it today: “desperate” people came and overthrew the hated government. And then the intimate process of forming a new government begins.
How consistent is what is happening in Ukraine now with the Constitution of Ukraine?
First, about the realities of life - militants go to meetings of regional parliaments with machine guns in their hands. This is no longer a secret, the video is easy to find on the Internet.
One of the people's deputies of the Rada, whose name I will not mention for obvious reasons, said that he personally saw such a picture in the Rada hall. Several people with machine guns entered the hall where the session was taking place, were called aside and... O. President of Ukraine Turchynov and thoughtfully explained something to him.
Like this. Let me remind you that the parliament is guarded by “self-defense forces,” that is, the same militants. How can there be any free expression of the will of deputies here?
Why did some deputies from the Party of Regions and communists “suddenly” vote for laws that they had previously refused to vote for? Pressure, threats to the family, threats to burn down the house. Some houses in Kyiv have already been burned, some apartments have been looted.
It was under such conditions that the “new Rada” gained votes. Let's take a closer look at a process that is considered the basis of any democracy, like voting. How do they vote in the Rada now?
That's how. The speaker announces that such and such a project with such and such a number is being voted on. The text is not distributed to anyone, there are no preliminary readings or discussions at all. Vote right away. I repeat - no one sees the text. “Peaceful protesters” are walking in the courtyard and outside the voting hall. As we see, they go not only with shields and clubs. Although the club is not exactly a “democratic instrument”.
This is exactly how all the most important “decisions” were voted on, which recorded the seizure of power by oppositionists and militants.
Many deputies were never seen in the hall, although according to the voting results they seemed to have voted “for”. In particular - from the Communist Party. How so? Yes, it’s very simple - they simply took their cards and pressed the buttons for them[22].
But quite recently, those who today THUS churn out the decisions they need for themselves... were categorically against this method.
Exactly a year ago, in February 2013, AT THE INSISTENCE OF THE OPPOSITION (!!!!), the Verkhovna Rada adopted a law prohibiting voting “for yourself and for that guy.” Here is information about this: -rada-prinyala-popravku-protiv- knopkodavstva-117487_.html.
But nevertheless, the former opposition, and now the “new government,” calmly voted for all the absent deputies.
“How principled Ukrainian journalists looked just a year ago, when they organized flash mobs and protests against voting in the Rada “for that guy”! How fiercely they argued that every deputy should vote for himself!
Hey, you are our principled people, where are you now?! All Saturday, seemingly fateful voting took place in parliament (or in what was left of it) - and no one grabbed anyone by the hand, no one shouted “Vote specially!” All? Nobody needs it anymore? Is “revolutionary expediency” already ruling?
In the morning, a crowd of “bearers of European values” beat up MP Grushevsky, who was trying to leave parliament; in the afternoon, his card is voted on. This is free voting, right?
And who saw Pyotr Symonenko, Alexander Golub, and other deputies from the Communist Party of Ukraine in the hall? In the communist seats (you can see it in the photo) a maximum of 7-8 people sat all day. Moreover, I’m not sure that there were any deputies from the Communist Party of Ukraine there at all - except for Martynyuk, it was difficult to recognize anyone there. But look at the voting results! More than 30 members of the Communist Party faction each regularly voted for the appointment of Turchynov, and for the release of Tymoshenko, and for the removal of Yanukovych, including Symonenko, Golub and almost the entire faction who were absent from the hall!
At the same time, Euromaidan militants destroyed the central office of the Communist Party of Ukraine. And do you want to say that communist deputies voted calmly in the Rada at that time? What's really there?
More office - less office, after all, Turchinov must be elected!”[23]
Having figured out how people vote in the Rada after the coup, let’s turn to how consistent the decisions made are with the Constitution of Ukraine. Not even the Constitution, but the Constitutions. Since it was a question of returning to the old version of the basic law of Ukraine, in which the president has less powers.
First, a little emotion, because today in Ukraine everything is filled with them, and not with the law.
In order to somehow justify the overthrow of the LEGALLY elected President Yanukovych, the “revolutionaries” say that Yanukovych, who was elected under one constitution, lost his legitimacy when the old constitution was returned. Let's take this as a given and agree for a second. Then what do you call the parliament that returned the repealed constitution and the rights that it received with it? RADU WAS ALSO NOT ELECTED UNDER THIS “OLD” CONSTITUTION! In this logic, the parliament is not legitimate if the president is not legitimate.
But today Ukraine is ruled not by logic or laws, but by “revolutionary expediency.”
But we will still look at the Constitution. Was it violated when the Rada declared President Yanukovych deposed and appointed... O. president?
Here are a few excerpts from the Constitution of Ukraine, which was returned by the Constitutional Court (the one that was in force at the time of the coup) and in the 2004 edition (the old one, with reduced powers of the president):
The Constitution of Ukraine in force at the time of the coup d'etat:
“Article 105. The President of Ukraine is vindicating the right of incompleteness for the hour of re-invalidation. For encroachments on the honor and integrity of the President of Ukraine, guilty individuals are subject to prosecution before the law. The title of the President of Ukraine is protected by law and is retained forever, unless the President of Ukraine is removed from office due to impeachment.”[24]
“Article 105. The President of Ukraine enjoys the right of immunity for the period of execution of powers. For attacks on the honor and dignity of the President of Ukraine, the perpetrators are held accountable on the basis of the law. The title of the President of Ukraine is protected by law and is retained for life, unless the President of Ukraine has been removed from office by impeachment.”[25]
The Constitution of Ukraine, as amended in 2004, which the “oppositionists” so wanted and returned:
“Article 105. The President of Ukraine is vindicating the right of incompleteness for the hour of re-invalidation. For encroachments on the honor and integrity of the President of Ukraine, guilty individuals are subject to prosecution before the law. The title of the President of Ukraine is protected by law and is retained forever, as only the President of Ukraine has not been removed from office as a result of impeachment.”
“Article 105. The President of Ukraine enjoys the right of immunity for the period of execution of powers. For attacks on the honor and dignity of the President of Ukraine, the perpetrators are held accountable on the basis of the law. The title of the President of Ukraine is protected by law and is retained for life, unless the President of Ukraine has been removed from office by impeachment.”[26]
As you can see, the texts of the articles are identical. And they clearly say that the president remains president until he is removed as a result of impeachment.
What is "impeachment"? This is a specific procedure for removing the president from power. Legal and clearly described in the Constitution, and not resulting from the seizure of parliament by “peaceful protesters” with or without small arms.
Let's read the Constitution of Ukraine further. How is impeachment carried out? After all, ONLY as a result of this procedure can President Yanukovych be removed from power and appointed... O. this position. And without removing the president, it is absolutely impossible to ARREST and TRIAL him on legal grounds.
“Article 111. The President of Ukraine may be removed from his post by the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine by way of impeachment if he has committed any wrongdoing against the state. The story about the removal of the President of Ukraine from his post as a result of impeachment is largely due to the constitutional structure of the Supreme Council of Ukraine.
To carry out the investigation, the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine creates a special time-hour investigation commission, which includes a special prosecutor and special investigators. The findings and proposals of the hourly investigative committee are considered at the meeting of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine.
For the evidence of fraud, the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, no less than two thirds of its constitutional nature, makes a decision about the calling of the President of Ukraine.
The decision on the removal of the President of Ukraine from office by way of impeachment is accepted by the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine at least three-quarters of the time after the review of the document by the Constitutional Court of Ukraine and its repeal The decision to maintain the constitutional procedure for investigation and review of impeachment proceedings and to withdraw the responsibility to the Supreme Court of Ukraine those whose actions include the President of Ukraine are taking away the signs of the state for the sake of harm or other evil.”
“Article 111. The President of Ukraine may be removed from office by the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine by impeachment if he commits high treason or another crime.
The issue of removing the President of Ukraine from office through impeachment is initiated by a majority of the constitutional composition of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine.
To conduct the investigation, the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine creates a special temporary investigative commission, which includes a special prosecutor and special investigators.
The conclusions and proposals of the temporary investigative commission are considered at a meeting of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine.
If there are grounds, the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, with at least two thirds of its constitutional composition, decides to accuse the President of Ukraine.
The decision to remove the President of Ukraine from office by way of impeachment is made by the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine by at least three quarters of its constitutional composition after examining the case by the Constitutional Court of Ukraine and receiving its conclusion regarding compliance with the constitutional procedure for investigating and considering the case of impeachment and receiving the conclusion of the Supreme Court of Ukraine on that the acts of which the President of Ukraine is accused bear signs of high treason or another crime.”
So, the Constitution of Ukraine clearly describes the mechanism of impeachment. A few clarifications: there are 450 deputies in the Rada. The constitutional majority is 338 people's deputies. If we are not talking about the need for a constitutional majority, then 226 votes are enough to make a decision.
Now let's do the analysis.
1. The President (the Constitution of Ukraine tells us) can be removed from office ONLY as a result of the impeachment procedure. Whatever crime he committed - any other way is a GROSS VIOLATION of the fundamental law. Only impeachment or nothing at all.
2. To carry out the impeachment procedure, at least 226 deputies must initiate the creation of a special investigative commission, which includes a special prosecutor and special investigators.
3. Next comes the investigation, and the findings are considered by the Rada. Then 300 deputies must vote to indict the president.
4. Finally, at least 338 deputies can vote to impeach the president and remove him from power. But only: “after checking the case by the Constitutional Court of Ukraine and receiving its conclusion regarding compliance with the constitutional procedure for the investigation and consideration of the impeachment case and receiving the conclusion of the Supreme Court of Ukraine that the acts of which the President of Ukraine is accused bear signs of high treason or other crimes."
It is easy to see that nothing required by the Constitution was done.
This means:
1. There was no impeachment. The Rada voted for the “removal of Yanukovych” by 328 votes! That is, less than 338 (¾ of 450).
2. Yanukovych continues to be the only legitimate head of Ukraine. All talk about his “loss” of legitimacy is speculation and emotion. They have no connection with legal actions. Whether you like or not like Yanukovych is a matter of personal attitude. Until legal elections and the selection of a new head of the country, he is the president.
3. All decisions of the “oppositionists” who seized power, starting with the removal of Yanukovych, are one hundred percent illegal. This is a crime under the most serious articles of the Criminal Code. Usurpation of power, armed rebellion, etc.
4. The decision to hold elections in May, made by the Rada, is just as illegal.
5. All appointments and. O. President Turchinov is illegal, all decrees and orders are invalid.
And lastly, the “turnovers” understand the complete violation of the law. Therefore, they urgently liquidate and transform the body that ALONE has the right to determine whether the Constitution has been violated.
This is the Constitutional Court.
24.02. 2014
“The new authorities of Ukraine decided to dismiss the judges of the Constitutional Court. The corresponding resolution was adopted at a meeting on February 24 by the Verkhovna Rada, which came under the control of opponents of President Viktor Yanukovych.
The deputies, as noted by “Comments,” accused members of the Constitutional Court of violating the oath. The basis for the charges was that the judges overturned the constitutional reform in 2010.
By decision of the Rada, five judges of the Constitutional Court, appointed under the parliamentary quota, were dismissed. In addition, the Rada proposed to the acting president (Speaker of Parliament, oppositionist Alexander Turchynov was recently appointed interim president) and the Congress of Judges to dismiss their representatives in this judicial body”[27].
What is the way out of the situation? Yanukovych must return to his duties and, together with the deputies, restore order in the country. The Rada must begin impeachment proceedings and at the same time recognize the unconstitutionality and illegality of almost all of its decisions since the coup. Cancel all appointments that have been made and. O. President Turchinov and his appointees. After this, a new election date must be set, which will be approved by all parties to today's conflict.
Like that. I am convinced that lawyers will describe this path much better and more accurately.
Is all this possible? Hard to tell. But if Ukraine wants to remain within the legal framework and avoid splits and tensions fraught with blood, there is no other way.
In the meantime, what happened in Ukraine can only be called this: a coup d'état. That is, one of the most serious crimes according to the classification of ANY STATE.
Who created the Right Sector in Ukraine
03/03/2014
The far-right organization “Right Sector” became known during the coup d’etat in Ukraine, when militants replaced the truly peaceful demonstrators of the “early Maidan” on the streets of Kyiv. Instead of students with flowers, young men appeared not only with rebar and bats, but also with firearms.
Who created Right Sector? Where did he come from?
This is the fruit of many years of work. Whose? Lots of strength. Including... Ukrainian Security Services.
The video, which you can watch at the link (-content/uploads/2014/03/383693947.jpg), shows who prepared the coup in Ukraine and taught the militants to set fire to the Berkut. Came to visit the militants...
Valentin Aleksandrovich Nalivaychenko is a very interesting figure. The biography is huge, you can read it on Wikipedia. I will recall only one episode.
In June 2006, Nalyvaichenko was appointed to the position of first deputy chairman of the SBU - head of the Anti-Terrorism Center under the Security Service of Ukraine. From December 2006 to March 2010, he headed the Security Service of Ukraine and was a member of the National Security and Defense Council of Ukraine.
And in this capacity he came to “visit” the militants, the results of whose activities are seen today by the whole world. The SBU trained militants under Yushchenko, what were the “contacts” under Yanukovych?
In conclusion, some news from recent days. The coup d'état has taken place, appointments are being made.
February 25, 2014. And now Valentin Aleksandrovich Nalivaychenko, a Rada deputy from Vitali Klitschko’s “Udar” party, is appointed... head of the Security Service of Ukraine. Questions:
1. Is Vitali Klitschko “not to blame” if there is such a deputy in his faction, with such connections?
2. What will the SBU turn into if its leader, appointed by the “turnovers,” is in such close contact with the militants?
And in general, you will agree, there is much less fog about what happened in Kyiv after watching videos like this...
One team worked. Only everyone’s roles in it are different. Some run for president, some raise militants, but everyone together is trying to hand over Ukraine into the hands of the West.
Chapter 3 Russians. Polite. Their. The return of Russia to big politics
Russia's policy towards Ukraine - questions and answers
03/11/2014
Amid the ongoing political crisis in Ukraine, many questions arise. Including with regard to how correct the position taken by Russia is, how correct Russia’s actions are in the current situation.
Let's try to answer these questions.
Geopolitics is akin to a street fight, but only with certain rules. These rules are called international law. However, lately we have seen a clear trend in which the United States and some of its allies are moving towards the elimination of international law. We saw this in Iraq, Afghanistan, Yugoslavia, and most recently in Libya and Syria.
What is a violation of international law? Support for illegitimate authorities, support for militants with weapons and money, attempts to resolve complex issues with brute force.
We often hear talk that the United States and the West as a whole want to build partnerships with Russia. However, such relationships imply respect for each other’s interests and refusal of steps that lead to unacceptable consequences for the other side. Violation of this rule immediately leads to a sharp escalation of the situation.
A striking example is the US reaction to the deployment of Soviet missiles in Cuba and the subsequent Cuban Missile Crisis, when the world stood on the verge of a nuclear conflict between the USA and the USSR, the cause of which was Khrushchev’s adventurous policy. The USSR brought missiles to Cuba, from where Florida is a few minutes away in the summer. The states could not tolerate this, and a sharp escalation of the situation began, which, fortunately, was soon ended with a compromise.
Who is to blame for today's crisis? And were there any ways to avoid it?
The US and Europe are to blame for the current crisis in Ukraine. It was not Russia that brought the situation to the point of complete violation of the Ukrainian Constitution; it was not Russia that supported the militants. From the very beginning, Russia supported the legitimate government in Kyiv, in whose elections it had nothing to do. Yanukovych’s victory was not ensured in Moscow, it was ensured by the voters of Ukraine, who were tired of the “orange”. The West recorded the fairness of Yanukovych’s victory in the fight for the presidency.
Then the West began to work with Yanukovych and was quite pleased with him until the moment when he refused to sign an agreement on “association with the EU.” The meaning of the agreement was simple - the transfer of the sovereignty of Ukraine into the hands of the West. President Putin said that the further escalation of the situation was a kind of “false start”, that all these pogroms and fights were planned. Only for a slightly later period - for the presidential elections in Ukraine in the spring of 2015.
The United States was going to bring its puppets into power in the 2015 elections, who were supposed to act as a “liquidation commission” for the economy and living standards of the population of Ukraine.
The goals that the West sets and has set for itself on the territory of Ukraine are as follows.
1. The transformation of Ukraine into a zone of chaos in every sense - from economics to politics with the rise of radical Russophobes to power.
2. Accusation of all the “sins” of Russia, followed by squeezing Russia out of Crimea in order to deprive it of a naval base. What is the consistent centuries-old policy of the Anglo-Saxons to contain Russia’s sea power in the Black Sea and in the world’s oceans as a whole.
3. The beginning of another attempt to change power in Russia according to the Maidan scenario with the participation of Ukrainians, who in the crowd will be one hundred percent “desperate Russians.” The reference point is the Duma elections in 2016. It won’t work - the second attempt during the presidential elections.
4. The ultimate goal is chaos in Russia, a military conflict between the “new democratic” Russia and “totalitarian” China, which is impossible under the current Russian government.
The role of Ukraine in the Western scenario in this geopolitical battle is the role of a fagot in a fire. Territory, battlefield, means of starting a fire.
Due to a sharp change in Yanukovych’s position regarding the signing of the “European occupation” treaty, the West had to start ahead of time.
The main thing we must understand from further events that led on February 21 to the signing of an agreement between Yanukovych and the “opposition” through the mediation of the West:
1. The West began destabilization in Ukraine by carrying out a real coup d’etat with the hands of militants and corrupt politicians.
2. The West had every opportunity to carry out a peaceful change of power - Yanukovych actually surrendered power on February 21. If you wanted a peaceful and stable course of events, you just had to comply with these agreements. A government of agreement from different forces, disarmament of militants, elections in December 2014 with the opportunity for all political forces to conduct free campaigning.
3. Instead, the persecution of communists and the Party of Regions began, stamping out laws that violated the Constitution, appointment, etc. O. president in violation of the law. And most importantly, the first laws of the “new Rada” were the abolition of the status of the Russian language and the abolition of responsibility for promoting Nazism.
The current “cool” Nazi militants are forces controlled from the West - just remember how these irreconcilable fighters freed prisoners and buildings at the call of the US Ambassador. If the Americans had demanded that they comply with the agreements and stop violence, everything would have calmed down, as if by magic.
But the West, instead of disapproval, expressed support for the putschists.
Why? Because the West does not need peace, it needs war. The scenario remains the same, only it plays out a year earlier.
Let me emphasize once again that it was not Russia that “stirred up the mess” in Ukraine. Russia's accusations of supporting Yanukovych in his fight against the protest are not supported by anything, there is no evidence of this. Just screams and emotions. As a legitimate president, Yanukovych was obliged to suppress law-breaking protests using force and firearms. But he did not do this and thereby plunged the country into chaos, and the Americans and Europeans persuaded him to do just that. They gave guarantees, made promises, which they immediately broke.
Russia's accusations of shooting snipers on the Maidan do not stand up to criticism at all.
1. There is not a single piece of evidence.
2. There is not a single logical justification for why this had to be done in this form, when snipers shoot at both demonstrators and police officers.
3. There is no explanation why the exact same sniping scenario has been carried out over the past few years in Egypt, Libya, Syria, Yemen, Kyrgyzstan and Thailand. Russia organized all this there too?
There is such a concept in detective practice - a serial killer. This is when the criminal's handwriting matches. This gives grounds to consider several murders as one series, carried out by one maniac, and not by several scoundrels. Even if the crimes are committed in different cities of the country or in different countries. So, the shooting of “unknown snipers” is the serial killing of demonstrators, committed according to the same scenario by the same forces, in different countries. With the goal of bringing pro-American puppets to power.
In this situation, Russia in its policy had to proceed from an UNDERSTANDING of the ultimate goal of the United States. It is important to understand that today there is a geopolitical confrontation between the United States and Russia, and Crimea and Ukraine are just the LOCATION of this collision. There is nothing to negotiate with the putschists in Kyiv - they are puppets. But it is impossible to reach an agreement with the United States, because the United States does not want to take into account the interests of Russia. Her desire is to have a base in Crimea, a friendly government in neighboring Ukraine, and to see Ukraine itself prosperous, successful and peaceful.
In this situation, not to support the legitimate authorities of Crimea, who received support (even if only verbal) from the legitimate President Yanukovych, meant for Russia to simply play along with the American scenario. And very quickly lose both Crimea and the fleet base, and even be drawn into a military conflict with militants in an extremely vulnerable position. In the position of being expelled from Crimea and not providing support to all speakers of Russian culture and the Russian language.
Russia helped the legitimate government with diplomatic support, and is now helping financially. The bet has been made - we will not give up Crimea. Because surrendering Crimea will only worsen our position and lead to casualties and repression by the Nazis against civilians. But it will not lead to an end to tension, because the organizers of the crisis in the United States really need it.
The story of 2008 is repeating itself in Ossetia. Then Russia, in the same way, did not have the opportunity not to react - the desire for peace in 2008 came through the harsh coercion of the aggressor by military means. The alternative was disastrous - turning a blind eye to Saakashvili’s actions meant losing all self-respect and causing a chain reaction of collapse in the North Caucasus.
The current crisis in Ukraine is easy to solve - we need to return to the agreements of February 21. And Russia constantly demands this - the West’s reaction is zero. Because he does not need a solution to problems, but their increase.
Therefore, Washington does not meet Russia halfway, but tries to increase pressure.
“US Secretary of State John Kerry issued a “diplomatic ultimatum” to his Russian colleague. The continued presence of the Russian military outside its deployment sites in Crimea leaves no diplomatic path to resolving the crisis, Kerry warned.”[28]
In this situation, today it is impossible for Russia to “reverse” without colossal geopolitical, domestic political and economic losses. Continuing to defend its interests will cost Russia much less than trying to reach an agreement with the United States at the expense of these very interests.
From the US point of view, the best option now is to exert all possible pressure on Russia while simultaneously attempting to provoke a military clash on the borders of Crimea through provocations and other methods. And the West needs to do this before the referendum in Crimea. I really want to hope that the West and its puppets will not be able to provoke any violent clashes, but for this we need to be on guard.
Holding a referendum with the likely expression of the will of the majority of Crimeans “for annexation” gives the Russian leadership an opportunity to have a whole arsenal of means.
1. Inclusion (or non-inclusion) of Crimea into Russia.
2. The Federation Council has already authorized the use of the army outside the country by the President of Russia, but over the past week he has not exercised this right.
3. Economic pressure on Ukraine and the West in all possible directions (cancellation of gas discounts, cessation of supplies in emergency situations, seizure of Western property in response to similar actions by the United States, etc.).
The chess game being played today has two sides as participants. This is Russia and the West. And, as you know, chess players’ moves are determined not only by their own plans, but also by the opponent’s moves. Reacting to your opponent's actions and respecting your own interests with your moves is the path to victory in this chess game.
If one grandmaster, under the shouts and pressure of the other, begins to withdraw his pieces back, undoing the steps already taken, his defeat will only be a matter of time.
Russians. Polite. Their
03/03/2014
You always need to see the main thing behind the stream of changing pictures and texts. So let's talk about the main thing, putting aside emotions and flows of changing news.
What is Russia protecting in the current situation around Ukraine?
1. Russia defends international law in Ukraine.
This may sound surprising to some, but Russia today is the only country in the world that consistently defends international law in the form in which it was formed after the Second World War.
With the support of China, yes. But it is Russia that demands simple and clear things from the “international community”.
♦ Implementation of agreements of international mediators (that is, Western states) to resolve the crisis in Ukraine. This means returning the situation to February 21 and strict implementation by all parties of the agreements signed then.
♦ Russia claims that the only legitimate president of Ukraine today is Viktor Yanukovych. Here, too, Russia takes a position that completely coincides with international law. Like it - don't like it - irrelevant. There is a Constitution of Ukraine, and all actions must comply with it. According to the Constitution, the only possible way to remove a president from power, no matter what he has done, is impeachment. There is no other. And the impeachment procedure was not only not followed, but was not even started.
♦ All further actions of Russia are aimed at ensuring law and order and stem from the first two points.
The fact is that it is the violation of international law and laws in general that leads to further sad consequences. Russia defends a simple and clear principle: there are rules in the world by which the WHOLE world lives, and all world politics are carried out according to these rules. Both in Syria and in Ukraine. You can’t just say that someone has “lost legitimacy” and carry out a coup d’etat or start an armed struggle. And those who violate the Constitution have no right to be recognized as legitimate authorities by anyone in the world.
They cannot be recognized; they must be forced to return to the constitutional field.
This is the approach of Russia and China. There is a second approach - if you accept it, the planet will turn into a jungle. The right of the strong to do any arbitrariness is the essence of this second approach. And no matter how you disguise it with articles and reports, the meaning does not change. The dilemma is always the same - can you break the law or not? After all, Dostoevsky wrote exactly about this in his “Crime and Punishment,” even though he was not talking about international laws.
And from the principle of compliance with international law, on which we insist, the following conclusion follows.
2. Russia stands guard over human rights.
Any lawlessness always leads to a violation of human rights. Violating international laws is the worst thing. Because of this, wars begin, and people are deprived of their main right - the right to life. Today in Ukraine, some of the citizens of this country find themselves in a situation where their right to life, the right to freedom of movement, the right to inviolability of home, the right to property, the right to freedom of religion, the right to freely speak their native language and many other rights are under threat. Russia, demanding a return to the legal field and supporting the legitimate government and not recognizing the illegitimate government, protects all these rights of all citizens of Ukraine.
Russia does not divide people into nationalities, Russia does not divide people into religious denominations and political views. Russia is ready to protect human rights for any person in Ukraine. For residents of Russia, residents of the western regions of Ukraine are exactly the same brothers as the residents of its eastern regions. Only those who have fallen under intoxicating propaganda. Russia does not pose any danger to residents of Ukraine of any nationality.
People of more than a hundred nationalities live peacefully in Russia; we have Russians, Ukrainians, Tatars, and all other peoples and nationalities whose representatives live in Ukraine. And no one in Russia is oppressed, no one is prevented from speaking their native language or learning their native culture. There is no need to be afraid of Russia - this is nothing more than propaganda of our common geopolitical enemies.
The only thing Russia will never come to terms with is fascism. Russia protects the rights of all people, except those Nazi criminals who sow death and chaos. Russia’s position is simple: criminals must be punished and constitutional order restored, and until this happens in Ukraine, Russia is ready to help the legitimate government restore this order.
It is highly symbolic that Russia’s current struggle for compliance with international law and respect for human rights is taking place around Crimea.
As we remember, the post-war world was formed at the Yalta Conference, and today the struggle for compliance with these UN CANCELED RULES of international politics, later confirmed by the Helsinki Agreements, is again taking place on Crimean soil.
3. Russia takes on the role of a magistrate. Civilization is now in Russia.
A justice of the peace appeared next to the gendarme, unnoticed by him. And if the gendarme is the image of someone who carries out an order without asking about the usefulness, legality and fairness of the order, then the magistrate is a new image of a country that takes on the mission of judging fairly, taking into account the interests of not only those who are strong, but everyone in general.
Actually, this is the image of “civilization”. This is how civilization differs from “non-civilization.” “Non-civilization” is the right of might, and civilization is the might of right. In “non-civilization” there is no place and no right to life for all those who are smaller and weaker. Civilization is where the majority protects those who are fewer and weaker for reasons of morality, not practical benefit. Civilization is now in Russia. There are many civilized people outside of Russia, but there are no centers of power ready to defend civilization. There are simply centers of power. Russians. Polite. Their.
All the oppressed people and peoples of the world can say this. Now, after Ukraine, they can. After Ossetia, many hoped for this.
Ukraine no longer gave the world hope, but a chance.
Crimea is ready for a referendum
03/15/2014
This morning I flew to Simferopol. At the airport, customs officers and border guards in Ukrainian uniforms calmly carry out their work. There are no armed people in or around the airport. Everything in the city is absolutely calm. Only once did I see a reinforced outfit - a pair of Golden Eagles, traffic cops and Cossacks. Administrative buildings are guarded by Cossacks without weapons. On the streets of Simferopol there is ordinary everyday life. No tension is felt or observed.
I asked my companions to give me the opportunity to see the “polite people” from the Crimean Self-Defense Forces. We started looking. The fact is that all the photographs of polite people in beautiful uniforms that were published in Russia were taken literally around the Government House. Everything is in one area. There's no one there now. As I already said, the Cossacks are standing without weapons. As a last resort - with a whip. But I really wanted to say thank you to the polite people. And we found them. In two places, where Ukrainian military units are located on the streets of the city, right at the entrance, along the fence, several polite people are peacefully walking. As a person no less polite than them, I asked permission to take a photo with them. In one place they refused, in another the politeness was boundless, for which special thanks.
Simferopol is completely ready for the referendum. No problems are seen or heard. On the street where polite people stand, passers-by simply walk by and cars drive by. No excitement and certainly no violence. Now we are waiting for the results of the expression of the will of the Crimeans.
Referendum in Crimea
03/16/2014
The referendum in Crimea is taking place calmly and within the framework of the law. Being in Simferopol, I have the opportunity to see with my own eyes the events taking place. This morning I came to two polling stations to see how the referendum voting was going on.
There are no armed people anywhere in the polling stations. The entrance is guarded by vigilantes without any weapons. No one is putting any pressure on voters. The normal voting process is underway, as is usually the case in any election. There is only one difference - the excellent mood of those who came to the referendum. People smile welcomingly, you can feel the festive mood. The whole process is no different from the usual voting procedure. The ballot boxes are transparent.
At each site there is a mandatory “select buffet” with delicious pastries, which I did not fail to try personally.
On the streets of Simferopol, ordinary everyday life goes on, however, the weather has worsened today, it was raining, and it even snowed at night. There are a large number of film crews and journalists in the city center. The Verkhovna Rada building is guarded by unarmed Cossacks.
Cossacks protect public order near the central square of Simferopol, where a stage is installed and a concert is taking place.
Now we are waiting for the official results of the referendum to be announced.
Lessons from Crimea
03/17/2014
The referendum in Crimea ended in a resounding victory. The victory of historical justice, non-violence and unifying tendencies of the Russian world.
However, for us, the results of the expression of the will of the Crimeans are an excellent reason to analyze the current situation.
Changes always happen unnoticed. The world is changing faster than we can track. The day after the treacherous dissolution of the USSR, few people noticed the difference between yesterday and today. But several years will pass - and October 1993 will come in Moscow. Then the war in Chechnya. Transnistria. Blood. Falling living standards, increasing mortality. Another ten years passed and blood was shed in riot-ridden Kyiv in 2014. But everything that happened after the collapse of a single country is a direct consequence of that Day of Collapse.
So it is today - the results of the referendum on March 16, 2014 in Crimea opened a new era in world politics.
The struggle of civilizations begins - the struggle of ideologies is finally a thing of the past.
Since 1991, some people in the world have become accustomed to acting as if they are alone in this world. During this time, the “international community” shrank to the opinion of 8–10 countries, which for some reason decided that they were the only standard of human existence.
Today, the unipolar world is completely a thing of the past. Competition between civilizations begins again and Russian civilization is again going to actively defend its identity and its interests. These interests are simple and understandable - the development of Russian civilization, its multinational culture, the protection and development of the Russian language as the main binding internal foundation.
The rapid development of the situation in Ukraine led to a sharp change in the situation throughout world politics. Ukraine as a state found itself on the brink of death due to a coup d'etat carried out by pro-American forces in Kyiv. And this tragic situation sharply aggravated the internal contradictions in Ukrainian society that existed throughout the years of independence. From the point of view of the confrontation of civilizations, these contradictions are not difficult to understand. The Ukrainian people are part of the Russian people, they are part of Russian civilization. This is felt by the majority of Ukrainians, as they say, genetically. The craving for Russia is a craving for oneself. Western civilization, for all its gloss and splendor, is alien. Every Russian (Ukrainian, Chechen, Tatar, etc.) feels this when he comes to the West from Russia or Ukraine.
Meanwhile, part of Ukraine (Western) wants to consider itself part of Western civilization. I won’t argue whether this is true or not - it’s not that important. Another thing is important: the West does not consider Ukraine part of its civilization. Ukraine is like a guy who intends to get married and sets a wedding date, but he has not received the girl’s consent. The talk “Ukraine is Europe” is nothing more than beautiful slogans put forward by politicians to achieve their goals.
Attempts to draw part of Russian civilization into some kind of civilizational “forefield”, that is, to tear Ukraine away from Russia, but not to take it to Europe, constantly “tempting” it there, led to the creation of internal gaps in the Ukrainian state. At the first serious crisis, a crack came to the surface, and the state began to crack at the seams.
You cannot rape the genetic code of tens of millions of people without consequences. For two decades they were told that they were Ukrainians, that they MUST speak, write and think only in Ukrainian. Anyone who considered himself an ethnic Ukrainian did so. But those who considered themselves Russian or a person of another nationality felt violated. This was not the case in the USSR; everyone learned both Russian and the national language. And there was no tension. Why? Because no one was dragged into a foreign civilization, and within the framework of Russian civilization, no one perceives Ukrainian or any other native language as something alien. This is organic and natural - our civilization is multifaceted and multinational. But there were never any prohibitions on speaking or writing in one’s native language. Prohibitions on national identity and genocide of peoples are all signs of Western civilization.
Ukraine could not succeed as a state, because its elite kept telling the people about the “European choice” and pulled the country towards a foreign civilization, intending to “tear it off” alive.
The result is obvious - Crimea chose reunification with Russia. I have never seen such a holiday and such joy as on the evening of March 16, 2014 in my life. Many other regions of Ukraine are actively demanding federalization and greater freedoms, or even a referendum on secession from Ukraine.
A state that goes in the opposite direction from its roots is doomed to destruction. This is not the evil will of anyone - this is the story and the truth of life. The timing of death may vary, but it is inevitable. In the case of Ukraine, the coup d'etat in Kyiv acted as a catalyst for further events.
And we woke up in a new world.
It is again multipolar. Now we are waiting for the decision of the Russian leadership regarding Crimea’s request for annexation. This decision is being closely watched in Transnistria, South Ossetia and Abkhazia. He is listened to attentively in Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia.
We are for peace. We are for peaceful competition of civilizations. Different civilizations - and that’s why we are against globalization.
And therefore we will no longer allow bearers of Russian culture and the Russian language to be bullied. We are only dangerous to rapists, robbers and murderers. For everyone else, Russia brings peace, harmony and tranquility. The opportunity to speak your native language, honor your ancestors, pray to God, as your ancestors bequeathed.
Russia has returned to big politics, and Russia’s main role and task has always been to maintain a balance of justice.
But it is precisely justice that has become significantly less since 1991...
How much is Crimea - a conversation with a liberal
03/21/2014
The situation around the reunification of Crimea and Russia has finally put everything in its place in Russia’s political palette. It became clear who is a patriot and who is only dressing up as a patriot, pursuing their goals, using appropriate rhetoric. The leaders of the “opposition” and some cultural figures in Russia have lost the last vestiges of respect from their compatriots. A striking illustration of this were the words of one Crimean who came up to me on the square of Simferopol during the popular rejoicing on the night of March 17-18.
“What about Makarevich,” the man asked me, next to whom stood four sons, a little smaller, “does he really not want us to become part of Russia?” What happened to him?
He's always been like this. Our “oppositionists” liberals have always been like this, always supporting the steps of the West and always opposing the steps of Russia. So the last argument of the liberals today is the assertion that “the annexation of Crimea will cost Russia very dearly.” In a financial sense.
To be honest, I’m already used to the fact that liberals look at everything that happens around them through the prism of their wallet. They think in money, live in money and measure everything in money. But the situation surrounding Crimea’s entry into Russia turned out to be so typical that I consider it wrong not to speak out.
Let's analyze the liberal's arguments.
Crimea became part of Russia - now Russia will have to spend money on “pulling up” the peninsula to the all-Russian level and invest in its development. Then, as always, there is a groan that these funds would be better spent on “hospitals and schools” or distributed to “orphans and pensioners.”
The first thing I would like to note is that we know very well how the liberals “cared” for orphans and pensioners: orphans in the 90s, hungry pensioners who “did not fit into the market.” Constant calls from liberals to stop maternity capital payments and increase the retirement age. Today's liberal fascists, who have come to power in Ukraine, are just going to save on pensions and social benefits. They are going to increase the retirement age and stop funding sports clubs. That is, they are doing everything that liberals in Russia could not or did not have time to do. Therefore, conversations from a cannibal about human rights can only be considered as a method of mimicry and demagoguery. As for “kindergartens, schools and hospitals,” we all saw how liberals in the 90s built literally the entire country with kindergartens and clinics. It was impossible to walk or drive across Russia from general education schools and sports schools. Schools and childcare centers were opening at every step. So? No not like this. Not at all like that. And these people, who purposefully destroyed science and culture, demography and sports in their homeland, still dare to say something?
But to say this to a liberal means he won’t understand anything. He thinks in money, efficiency and profit. I’ll try to explain in liberal language why Russia needs Crimea, and why Crimea needs Russia. At the same time, I will deliberately not use such incomprehensible categories for a liberal as solidarity with compatriots, the desire to help people of one’s own culture and language, and a sense of justice towards those who are oppressed.
1. When you buy an apartment, you only bear expenses.
Not only did you spend money on buying a home, but you also have to do renovations in the apartment. And these are “direct and meaningless” expenses. From the point of view of liberal logic, you should not buy an apartment and make repairs, but give all these funds to your elderly parents or spend them entirely on educating your children. It is clear that a normal person will help parents and will not leave children alone with difficulties at a difficult moment. But any adult understands the meaning of buying an apartment and understands the meaning of renovating it. There is no way to explain these actions by economics, efficiency or profit. Here we are talking about something else - you will leave the housing to your children and grandchildren. And you will enjoy living in a beautifully renovated home. If we follow the logic that liberals are trying to dictate to us in the situation with Crimea, we need to live on the street in a cardboard box. Everything else is a stupid waste of money. So, reunification with Crimea is the same for the country as purchasing housing for a family. This is an expansion of the territory of our civilization, our family. But liberals with their brains, wallets and consciences are members of an alien civilization. That's why they resist!
2. The territory of our planet is finite. No wonder Mark Twain said a long time ago: “Buy land, they don’t produce it anymore.” Any territory has mineral resources and geographical and geopolitical advantages. There are minerals in Crimea, the base of our fleet is in Crimea. Talking about how we will waste money on its maintenance is like starting to say today that it was right to give Alaska to the States. And what - they saved the budget. But it is obvious that today Alaska would not be in our way, and the minerals found there more than repaid the US for the amount paid to Russia for this territory. The liberal wants the territory of Russian civilization to be as small as possible, and that of Anglo-Saxon and Western civilization to be as large as possible.
3. Surprisingly, supporters of a market economy, which is how liberals position themselves, themselves do not want to think in “market categories.” Why does the European Union absorb weak economies and immediately begin to subsidize them? Because by doing this he is capturing their markets and increasing the markets for his campaigns. Crimea for Russia is an expansion of the market for everything possible for Russian campaigns. For some reason the liberals don’t want to see an additional couple of million consumers. All over the world, states and unions are trying to expand the zone of their economic and political influence. Everywhere liberals are “for” - as soon as Russia does the same - all liberals, especially Russian ones, are categorically “against”. The goal of liberalism is to open markets around the world to the West. Therefore, the opposite must be inhibited and ridiculed in every possible way.
4. Investing money in Crimea will create jobs and give people income that will be spent in Russia. But for a liberal, the only important and correct investment of government funds is the purchase of American and European bonds. At the same time, in their economic “private” activities, for some reason they themselves do not invest money in treasuries, but expand their companies. They buy competitors and open branches. They are trying to occupy as large a market share as possible, to stake out as large a niche as possible. For the state, for Russia, liberals have completely different recipes than they declare in their personal, political or economic life.
And the most amazing thing is that they don’t notice it...
Unknown snipers appeared in Simferopol
03/19/2014
The only hope for the illegitimate Kyiv junta is war. Only war will help the putschists, who came to power through bloodshed and violation of the Constitution of Ukraine, to avoid punishment. They have no money, and they don’t have the support of half the country either. And cutting pensions and non-payment of wages will quickly enrage those who support the putschists today. And then you will have to answer. To be responsible for the Scythian gold exported to the USA, for the organized murder of several dozen people with the help of snipers, for Ukraine, whose integrity was sacrificed only so that Yatsenyuk became prime minister not under Yanukovych, but without Yanukovych, and elections were held for several months earlier.
We need a war. And they are trying to organize it. How? In the usual way.
I was just in Simferopol. The blockade of Ukrainian military units looks like this: three “polite people” are walking along the street; inside the unit there is a life of its own. Storming units after Russia has made a decision to reunite it with Crimea is complete nonsense. For what? There is no point. The Ukrainian military does not pose any danger. Crimea is now PART of Russia, which Russia can and must defend. Therefore, no Ukrainian military units will fight WITH THE WHOLE Russian army. In conditions of almost one hundred percent support for unity with Russia from the population.
But the Kyiv putschists have a reason to start a war. It makes sense for their American curators to start it too.
And on Tuesday, March 18, the morning of which I flew out of Simferopol, a sniper shot and killed a Crimean self-defense soldier and immediately shot and killed a Ukrainian military man[29].
The Kiev junta cannot prevent the reunification of Crimea and Russia, so they are trying to start a conflict. The scheme is exactly the same as on the Maidan - an unknown sniper kills a protesting victim, and the authorities are blamed for this.
In Simferopol, the role of the victim is reserved for the Ukrainian military, and the role of the “bloody regime” is supposedly for Russian snipers. This is a classic provocation. The goal is to provoke a clash, and then, blaming Russia for everything, try to start military action.
I want to appeal to the Ukrainian military, to the Crimean self-defense forces, to the Russian military.
1. In the near future, provocations with sniper shooting at you are possible, and not only in Simferopol, but also in other places in Crimea. And also on the entry line to the peninsula.
2. Ukrainian military personnel may become the main target. The goal is to create evidence of Russian aggression, which in fact has no intention of moving anywhere or occupying anything.
3. Do not let murderers and provocateurs start a fratricidal war. This is their last chance to stay in power and escape responsibility.
Chapter 4 Three prizes of Ukraine
Three prizes of Ukraine
03/28/2014
The situation in Ukraine resembles a pendulum. It can swing in any direction, and most of all it depends on the citizens of Ukraine themselves. Today they write a lot that Ukrainian territory has become a field of geopolitical battle between the West and Russia. This is true. It was the West that brought this struggle, this fire to the territory of Ukraine.
However, in addition to the “common geopolitical tasks” of dividing one great Slavic people, the Americans tried and are trying to fight in Ukraine for quite tangible things. The United States is interested in the “three prizes of Ukraine.” This is Crimea and the fleet base, gas pipeline (pipe), industrial areas of the South-East. These three “prizes” are why the West paid for the coup in Ukraine and turned a blind eye to the violation of the Constitution.
Without possessing these “prizes,” Ukraine is of no interest to the West. And today things look like this.
1. Crimea was reunited with Russia. The West missed this “prize”. He failed to squeeze out the Russian fleet and deprive it of a base in Crimea in order to place his warships there.
2. The West cannot block the “pipe” - Russia is ready to sell the entire volume of gas to China instead of Europe. Therefore, gas blackmail “we won’t let your gas in” will not work. Won't you let me in? Sit without gas. We will sell it to our Chinese comrades.
Gazprom expects to conclude a long-term contract with China in May 2014, which provides for the supply of 38 billion cubic meters of gas per year to China for 30 years, Gazprom head Alexey Miller said during a meeting with Russian Prime Minister Dmitry Medvedev. According to Miller, the contract is almost ready, and he expects to sign it in the near future. Miller also said that if the agreement is signed, Gazprom is ready to supply China with gas produced in Western Siberia, which is currently used to service Europe.
In the future, the Russian Federation plans to increase the volume of gas supplied to Asia to a level comparable to Europe, writes the Foreign Economic Relations portal[30].
Understanding this, the principled “fighters for freedom and territorial integrity of Ukraine” from London begin... not finish, but rather begin (!) the purchase of gas from Russia! Immediately after the reunification of Russia and Crimea. That is, they understand the senselessness of gas blackmail under the new conditions. “The largest British energy company Centrica, which owns British Gas, will begin direct import of Russian gas from October this year. Centrica’s procurement plans remain in place despite diplomatic actions around Ukraine and their pressure on European politicians to reduce energy dependence on Russia,” writes the British version of the Huffington Post[31].
3. But for the third “prize of Ukraine” the struggle is just beginning. Industrial enterprises, mines, coal, minerals - it is precisely the South-East of Ukraine that is now “miraculously” not out of the news.
And here it is necessary to say this: if the West is deprived of control over this third “prize”, then the whole of Ukraine will become uninteresting to it. He will not invest money in what he does not need. But the United States does not need the West of Ukraine - there are no minerals there, there is no naval base there, but there is a population to whom they need to pay money.
The “interest” and “concern” of the United States and the European Union for the fate of Ukraine have a clear material interest. The West must control the MAIN thing that is there. The paradox is that in order for the West to stop tormenting Ukraine, it must be deprived of control not over Kiev or Lvov, but over Donetsk and Kharkov.
Having lost the third “prize,” the Americans can stop putting pressure on Ukraine and Russia and stop resisting Ukraine’s entry into the Customs Union and the active integration of the once SINGLE economy. Because the alternative for them would be to constantly subsidize areas of no strategic value. But our Western friends never do anything for free and without benefit.
So the fate of Ukraine today is in the hands of the population of the South-East. The chaos and darkness can and must end. But this requires the federalization of Ukraine, which will transfer control over the industrial base into the hands of legitimate authorities.
The task of the population of South-East Ukraine is to form these legitimate authorities and achieve their goals by legal methods.
The dragon guards the castle, which contains treasures. If there are no more treasures in the castle, the dragon flies away.
How the West deceived Ukraine again
03/25/2014
...With the help of Arseniy Yatsenyuk and other illegitimate leaders of the Kyiv “authorities”. To much fanfare, Europe and Ukraine signed an association agreement with the EU, which Yanukovych refused to sign in November and which allegedly caused the Euromaidan. So? No not like this.
It would seem that now, after Yanukovych was removed from power with gross violations of the Constitution of Ukraine, the time has come to sign this agreement.
This is where the deception happened.
What did they tell us? Yatsenyuk and the EU signed the “political part” of the document. The question arises: haven’t we heard about any such “part” of this agreement before? Neither political nor any other. It’s just a document—one and indivisible. And Ukraine, represented by President Yanukovych, was supposed to sign it at a meeting in Vilnius. But she didn’t sign, and supposedly in response to this, the Maidan began.
Where did the division of the document into parts suddenly come from? Why didn’t Yatsenyuk and Europe sign the WHOLE document, but only part of it? After all, we were told that the only obstacle on the way is Yanukovych’s reluctance?
In fact, on March 21, 2014, in Brussels, to loud fanfare, only a “stub” of the previous document was signed. No one in Brussels AGAIN said the words that many citizens of Ukraine, misled by propaganda, expected from Europeans: Ukraine will be accepted into the EU, visas to enter the EU will be canceled for Ukrainian citizens.
Who now remembers that the bloody Maidan began with the beautiful words “about a stolen European dream.” Why, after the “fall of the bloody Yanukovych regime,” do the new authorities and the EU not return this “dream” to Ukrainians?
Because no one ever intended to accept Ukraine into the EU. Because no one was going to cancel visas. I never really intended to. Who prevented Europe from canceling visas for Ukrainian citizens after Yushchenko's victory in 2004? Nobody. The EU did not do this. He fed us with promises and myths then, and he feeds us with the same “European fairy tales” today.
So, let's remember that Yanukovych was persuaded to sign this Agreement in Vilnius. IN ENTIRETY - from the Preamble to Section VII inclusive.
What was signed in Brussels? Preamble of the Association Agreement, Article 1 and three sections - I, II and VII. And this “piece” of the former document was suddenly called the “political part” of the Agreement. For what? To create among ordinary Ukrainians the ILLUSION of their support from the West.
The political part of the Agreement could be called all parts of the document except Section IV (“Trade and trade-related issues”). But in Brussels only a “piece” is signed.
Analyzing what was signed, one of the Ukrainian journalists, who does not sympathize with Russia at all, writes:
“Without going into the jungle of a very complex document, I will simply give the names of both the signed and the sections put aside for an indefinite time, so that it is clear what we were “happy with.” So, the European Union “was generous” with the following: - Preamble (without the the prospects for Ukraine's membership in the EU are not of particular value); Article 1 - describes the purposes of the document; Section I - “General Principles”; Section II - “Political dialogue and reforms, political association, cooperation and convergence in the field of foreign and security policy”; Section VII - “Institutional, General and Final Provisions.” All. What is the value of this “stump”? Ambassador K. Eliseev, in an interview with Channel 5 this week, said that the political part, which will be signed on March 21, contains provisions on guarantees of the territorial integrity, inviolability and security of Ukraine’s borders. I’ll tell you a secret: in the EU, this statement made people very tense, you know. Try to squeeze a comment on this from someone there - it’s futile...
All that was specific and not “blah-blah” dropped out of the political part; the main thing dropped out - Section III - “Justice, freedom and security; Section V - “Economic and sectoral cooperation”; Section VI - “Financial cooperation and anti-fraud provisions” If anyone is interested in the opinion of a person who has been writing about European integration for almost 20 years, then I will say: it was impossible to sign the Agreement in this form. This is just a joke."[32]
What has changed since November: the SINGLE document that Yanukovych was forced to sign in its entirety, now, it turns out, must be signed in parts? And the fact that this is a SINGLE document is recognized and recorded by both Kyiv and Brussels.
The Final Act of the summit between Ukraine and the European Union and its member states states: “The signatories confirm their commitment to sign and conclude sections III, IV, V and VI of the Agreement, which together with the remaining sections constitute a single document”[33].
What is known about further steps to sign this Agreement? When will the remaining sections be signed? How will it be implemented - in its entirety or in parts? Can not understand anything. And there will be no clarity. Because the West needs more fog.
The West has once again cynically deceived Ukraine. Because he knows very well how illegal the current government in Kyiv is. Yanukovych was a legitimate government, which is why he was persuaded to sign the entire document. And with the new “authorities” nothing but empty declarations can be signed, since the illegality and insignificance of the document endorsed by the putschists can be easily proven in court.
For ordinary Ukrainians, the question is also simple. Ask yourself: if you were the leaders of the West (even if you wanted to cancel visas for Ukrainian citizens, but this is not the case!), would you cancel visas after the “revolution”? After the looting of military warehouses, the appearance of militants with automatic weapons? With the risk that all this will come to the EU? Obviously not. Therefore, after Maidan, the abolition of visas became absolutely impossible due to simple common sense, even if all politics were put aside.
Summarize.
1. The West is playing a cynical game, its goal is to plunge Ukraine into chaos.
2. He will not provide any real assistance to Ukraine. They will give a certain amount of money on credit, but who will call a loan help? Nothing more. Only words of support.
3. The prospects for Ukrainian statehood and economy look, to put it mildly, sad. The situation is increasingly reminiscent of 1917–1920 - chaos, banditry, lack of power and state.
4. The hopes of some Ukrainian citizens for “help from the West” are a consequence of media propaganda and have nothing in common with reality. The West will not help and will betray, as it betrayed everyone who was no longer needed.
Awakening from illusions is always difficult. But citizens of Ukraine must understand what really happened.
And this is what happened:
♦ The West, through the hands of cynical scoundrels and politicians, carried out a coup in Kyiv;
♦ the purpose of the coup was to trigger the collapse of Ukraine as a state and its liquidation in its current form, squeezing Russia out of a geopolitically important point - Crimea, chaotizing Russia as well with the help of Ukraine;
♦ during the coup, the West and its hirelings among Kyiv politicians used “unknown snipers” to shoot protesters and create “victims of the Yanukovych regime.”
Dear citizens of Ukraine! Look at the faces of Yatsenyuk, Parubiy, Klitschko, Tyagnibok, Yarosh, Turchynov. Do you really believe them? Is it possible to trust people with such faces, with such deeds, with such a reputation?
Time to wake up. No one but you will save little Ukraine. There is no hope for these politicians. They will destroy Ukraine, they have already almost destroyed it. The West does not need a prosperous and free Ukraine. I would like to help build one - I could do it. But he didn't even try. He needs a huge “walk-field” with anarchy and riots. Therefore, all pro-Western Ukrainian politicians will implement exactly this scenario.
They will lie and lie and lie. And then they will run away to London, as has always been the case...
It's time to get rid of “European illusions”...
Minus dollar, plus yuan and ruble
04/07/2014
Geopolitics is closely linked to economics. What is the root cause and what is the consequence has long been a subject of debate among experts. The peculiarity of politics is that the most important things usually go unnoticed. Because this “important” is often a subject of bargaining. Future or past. Therefore, the parties are not interested in attracting attention.
In recent months—February and March—geopolitics has once again thrown up a few surprises. But only to those who believe that the world is divided into two parts: democratic countries that fight “for all that is good,” and “bad” countries that, accordingly, fight against all that is good.
There were no surprises for realists. They knew that:
1. The United States began a policy of consistent chaos in as many regions as possible. (Middle East, Ukraine, did not work out in Korea).
2. That the United States always surrenders its puppets without providing them with any real help if the situation changes. (Dry rations were sent to Ukraine, and about the same thing to Georgia in 2008.)
3. What the Ukrainian media call “help from the IMF” turns out to be LOANS. This is not help, this is robbery. After all, in addition to interest, loans must be repaid in the form of an increase in gas prices, an increase in the retirement age, and the curtailment of social programs. This happens wherever countries are “helped” by the IMF and the United States. They don’t give real help, that is, “free” money to Ukraine.
The revolution begins to devour its children. Old saying. Why did the “Right Sector” think that everything would be different for them? The revolution is over, the militants are now spoiling the “view.” It’s curious, but when they come to power, “revolutionaries” always show cruelty incomparably greater than the government they overthrew. The Bolsheviks shot down demonstrations and dispersed the Constituent Assembly. They introduced execution on the spot as a punishment for many offenses. Now we see something similar. What would the Right Sector have done if Sashko Bily had been killed in the same way during the Maidan under Yanukovych? What would the West say? And now everyone is silent, and even the investigation of the Ministry of Internal Affairs of Ukraine confirms that it is true, he shot himself in the chest[34].
Handcuffs fastened behind the back do not bother the commission. But this is not new either. Alexander Muzychko “shot himself” with handcuffs on his hands, and Boris Berezovsky “hanged himself” with a scarf in the bathroom. Moreover, the scarf tore, unable to bear the weight. This “sensational” discovery was made by “experts”... almost a year after the funeral![35]
In a word, in Ukraine, from a political point of view, absolutely nothing new is happening. The US is fighting Russia and China. Yes, yes - with China. Because the weakening of Russia, the possibility of its return to the Western channel of politics is extremely dangerous for China. And China is reacting. Soft. But tough.
On March 27, 2014, “The Bank of England and the People’s Bank of China agreed to begin settlements in yuan in London; the regulators of the two countries will sign a memorandum of understanding on March 31, the British Ministry of Finance said. This will be the first entry of the Chinese currency into the Western market... According to the Bank for International Settlements, the turnover of transactions denominated in yuan tripled in 2010-2013. up to $120 billion per day, but compared to the dollar value - $4.65 trillion - it is still small.”
Little demand? Now it will grow. Instead of dollars, payments are made in yuan. How to understand this? Imagine the beverage market being taken over by Cola. All restaurants and cafes only bottle it. In 99% of stores it is on the shelves - and it’s a monopoly. And now the largest chain of hypermarkets signs an agreement, according to which on the shelves there will be not “Cola”, but “Buratino” lemonade. Where it leads? To a fall in demand for Cola and an increase in demand for lemonade. After all, money has no taste, no smell, and it can only be advertised through armed actions against countries that do not want to use the dollar.
But the United States cannot attack Great Britain. Just like Germany. After all, the leader of China came to Europe after London.
March 29, 2014 “The decision of Germany and China to make Frankfurt the European center for financial transactions with Chinese currency will give new impetus to trade between the two economic powers,” Chinese President Xi Jinping and the German Minister of Economy said on March 29.
In his speech at a congress of politicians and business leaders in Dusseldorf, Xi Jinping said that the creation of a yuan trading center in Germany "represents an important step towards the internationalization of our currency."
The Bundesbank and the People's Bank of China signed an agreement on March 28 to facilitate Chinese currency transactions in Frankfurt and cooperate more closely on clearing and settlement mechanisms for renminbi payments.
Until now, transactions in China's currency have been impractical for all small European companies that have been able to attract China's central bank for transactions, since the yuan is not freely convertible. German Economy Minister Sigmar Gabriel says having a clearing bank in Frankfurt will help trade between the two economic powers. “Our goal is an equal economic partnership,” Gabriel concluded.[36]
Just like that. And in Germany (read Europe), the dollar will be squeezed out. It is the dollar-euro that does not play such a role in international payments. It is Cola that is being forced out - the largest restaurant chain has decided to serve only Buratino lemonade to its guests, abandoning Cola.
But I wonder when such statements were made in Russia? Remember, the head of VTB Andrei Kostin said that in our network of restaurants and cafes we will no longer bottle Cola, but will use our own Morse. Mostly. Well, we’ll also use “Pinocchio.” Anything but Coke.
“Russia must sell our resources, first of all, and our products from weapons to gas and oil for rubles, and buy goods also for rubles. Then we will take full advantage of the advantages that the ruble gives us as a convertible currency,” Kostin emphasized.
In his opinion, “this is a very important task.” “We have been working towards this for a long time. I think there's a new incentive now that this is becoming a reality. I think that other banks will use settlements in rubles much more widely in the future,” said the head of VTB.[37]
The “official” reason for such a statement was US sanctions against Rossiya Bank. And when did the head of VTB say this? March 28, 2014.
That is, JUST the day after the yuan reached a new level in London, and the day before the yuan in Frankfurt developed its success.
But all these, of course, are “random coincidences.” I mean the statement by the chief state banker of Russia and the agreements signed by China and the Europeans... Of course, there is no Chinese “incentive”. Kostin just chose this day. Just like that, by accident...
And here is the continuation. Continuation of this accident...
April 2, 2014. “Russia needs to immediately begin switching to settlements in rubles with all trading partners,” says Andrei Kostin, head of VTB Bank.
“A long-overdue topic is a broad transition to settlements in rubles with our trading partners,” he said at the 25th Congress of the ARB. Moreover, according to him, we need to start immediately not only with settlements within the Customs Union and the CIS, “but also in relations with our main trading partners, such as China and Western Europe.”[38] A. Kostin believes that the transition to ruble payments should become one of the key tasks for the banking system, the Central Bank of the Russian Federation and the government.
Well, how are you going to introduce real sanctions...
"Buratino" and "Mors" are advancing, "Cola" is beginning to lose ground.
Ukraine: ball or player?
04/07/2014
After the collapse of the USSR, Ukraine became a ball in the world geopolitical football. It moves not where it needs to go, but where the players want it. However, Ukraine was previously a player within the USSR and the Russian Empire. There was a conversation about this on Poznatelny TV.[39]
A. Voitenkov: Nikolai Viktorovich, how do you assess the situation with Ukraine? Ukraine was, if we take it historically: an independent state, part of the European empires, part of the powerful Soviet Union. What happened to Ukraine now? What is she part of? Or is she on her own? Is she really as independent as they say about her?
N. Starikov: If you constantly follow some events, what is called blurred your eyes. Especially if these events are political. Various interpretations and assessments arise - a lot of emotions, behind which the essence is lost.
Let's move from the political analogy to the sports one, then everything will become clear. I think that hundreds of millions of people, even billions of people in the world love football. This is a game where 22 healthy men kick one ball around the field, trying to score it into each other's goal. This game has its own rules: there are players and there is a ball. And during the game the players kick this ball mercilessly: they hit it from all sides, probably causing it extreme pain. In some situations, they can hit it so hard that it either deflates or bursts.
I want to say that there is a fundamental difference between the ball and the players: the players themselves determine when to strike, where to move, how to pass, they determine their actions. The ball flies where it is directed. Nobody asks him whether he likes what gate he would like to fly into. In general, what does he, the ball, want? The football player is not puzzled by this question at all - he simply hits the ball.
In politics you can either be a player or a ball - there is no third option. In today's situation, with all due respect to Ukraine, the Ukrainian people, which I consider part of the great Russian people, Ukraine is a ball. This is a geopolitical ball that geopolitical players hit from different sides, directing it in different directions, trying to score goals against each other.
But it was not always so. More recently, until 1991, Ukraine was a player. It was an integral part of a great, powerful player called the Soviet Union, called Russian civilization, Russian civilization. Before that, Ukraine was an integral part of the Russian Empire - it was also a powerful player. Remember how Ukraine played then: in 1945 they scored a goal all the way to Berlin. Then they sent Gagarin into space - it was a magnificent, beautiful goal, which in its way was probably more beautiful than the goals that Pele scored.
And what happened in the end? Today Ukraine is not a player, it is a subject of the game, it is a ball. This, unfortunately, is very clearly visible today, when puppets, pseudo-politicians and all kinds of politicians have brought Ukraine to a split and in general there is a question about the existence of the Ukrainian state. You just need to remember that Ukraine was a player, and becoming a player again is not so difficult. We need to unite on the basis of the Customs Union and the Eurasian Union. Because in today's Russia, with all the problems that exist in Russia, no one can kick a ball like that. In the 90s they kicked. Now it doesn't work anymore. We become a player again. Already become a player. We will play better, we will give quality passes and we will score goals from a longer distance if Ukraine is with us, if Belarus is with us, if all the fragments of Russian civilization are with us.
Therefore, Ukraine does not have such a big choice: either remain a ball that will be kicked without asking the desire of the ball itself, or become a player.
And what else I would like to note: being a ball, without a player, the ball itself can never become a player. No matter what Western partners say, no matter how they shake hands, no matter how they express their respect, they will never consider Ukraine their equal. They understand only the language of force. Nobody understands any other language in politics. Therefore, from the outside everything looks beautiful: everything is in the game.
A. Voitenkov: Everyone is on the field.
N. Starikov: Everyone is on the field.
A. Voitenkov: Everyone is running and moving around.
N. Starikov: Everyone is running. 22 people are running, and the ball is also moving and running. Only in politics no one explains the rules. And the rules are as follows: 22 people in geopolitics are actually not 22 people, but less. Two, three centers of power: they move as they need, as they want. And the ball flies to where it was sent - that’s the point.
Therefore, Ukraine today has one choice: to once again become a player together with Russia. So as not to remain a ball.
A. Voitenkov: Apparently, this is the kind of ball that will soon be kicked, deflated and torn.
N. Starikov: With a great risk that in the future, unfortunately, this ball may experience such overloads that all the air will come out of it. And the fate of balls that cannot be used to play football is generally sad - they are simply thrown away.
I would like dear citizens of Ukraine to think about this.
Historical rake
04/11/2014
Watching the press conference of the Chairman of the International Affairs Committee of the State Duma, head of the Russian PACE delegation Alexei Konstantinovich Pushkov brought up certain thoughts and historical parallels that I would like to share with you.
What remains beyond the understanding of representatives of civilized Europe?
Alexey Pushkov made the following clear. Russians in Ukraine are being subjected to cultural genocide. For more than 20 years, speakers of the Russian language and culture were subjected to forced Ukrainization and were considered second-class citizens.
Russian-speaking residents of Ukraine are deprived of the opportunity to defend their right to speak and think in their native language. There is a systematic displacement of the Russian language from the educational process, the number of newspapers and television media broadcasting in Russian is being reduced, despite their enormous demand. Films in cinemas are broadcast in Ukrainian. Isn't this evidence that Russians have been and are being subjected to cultural genocide?!
Europeans don't see this. They are deaf and blind. Just like in the 30s, when the National Socialists led by Adolf Hitler came to power in Germany. Europe welcomed the Reich Chancellor. Europe worshiped him. And she turned a blind eye to the oppression of part of the German people - the Jews.
Europe even then showed miracles of tolerance in an attempt to explain and justify the oppression of Jews. According to their version, ruined and humiliated Germany had to rally around the image of the enemy. And the Jews were designated as this enemy. And the main goal of the Reich was the cleansing of the nation.
At first, Jews were subjected to cultural and religious persecution. But by the autumn of 1938, Nazi policy towards Jews had reached a stage that took the form of completely ousting them from German life. Following the order of the security police obliging Jews to wear a yellow star on their chest and back, the destruction of synagogues and the imposition of a collective fine of one billion marks, physical extermination began.
Hitler's Germany confirmed in practice that cultural genocide is inevitably followed by physical genocide. It's only a matter of time.
Today, Europeans turn a blind eye to Russian oppression in Ukraine. But can they guarantee that isolated incidents of violence against the background of mass cultural genocide will not develop into mass persecutions and pogroms in the future? Moreover, during the coup in Ukraine, power in Kyiv was seized by the fascist Banderaites.
A little later, won’t the inhabitants of Europe have to apologize to the Russians, as they do now to the Jews?
Europeans do not hear the voice of reason now, just as they did not then. But they were warned! As politicians from Russia are warning them today.
Russia, as a special civilizational community, takes on a special mission - to protect the world from the dangers that inevitably await Europe with the Nazis coming to power in a single state. Today, the source of the Nazi infection is Ukraine and its policy towards the Russian-speaking residents of the country.
If today Europe does not stand up for the protection of human rights to cultural self-identification, then it will be Europe that will bear responsibility for the physical destruction of the bearers of Russian culture in neo-Nazi Ukraine.
Russia will do everything possible to prevent Europe from stepping on the same historical rake again. And condone the persecution of representatives of a separate nation. This time, Europeans are choosing the Russian people to play the role of victim. To allow this means to betray the interests of the entire Russian world.
Why is it time for Yatsenyuk and Turchinov to buy a woman’s dress?
04/14/2014
Any Provisional Government will face an unenviable fate if it acts against the interests of its people. If he has no authority. If it came to power through an armed coup. Either in 1917 or in 2014.
There are no exceptions.
But politicians need to know history. No other way. Yanukovych did not know that the one who chooses money, when the choice is to lose power or money, loses power, and then loses money. This is a centuries-old experience - when going into politics, you cannot remain a “businessman”. You need to become a politician. But for a politician, money is not a goal, but a means. Otherwise, if he strives for money, he will lose everything, and most likely his life. By the way, I think that the Kyiv putschists would not have spared Viktor Yanukovych either, if they had managed to catch him. And if he had given the order to restore order, today Ukrainian statehood would not be on the verge of collapse.
Those who went to the Maidan “for freedom” and “against corruption” did not know that the first result of their “victory” would be even greater corruption, when the oligarchs would be assigned to feed the regions, and the treasury “suddenly” would be completely empty. As for “freedom,” mobilization into the army to fight other citizens of Ukraine certainly cannot be called “freedom.”
Those militants who, like Sashko Bily, “fought” against the power of Yanukovych, did not know what happened in history to those who fulfilled their function. They were eliminated. At best, they were simply deceived and sent into the shadows.
You need to know history, then the future will become clear. After all, this future was already our past in a similar situation.
Today, the only thing that can save Ukraine as a state is federalization. When the regions will be able to decide for themselves who will be in power, what language to speak and write, and with whom to trade. There is no other option.
But the Kyiv pseudo-authorities did not want to see or hear this. And they reached the point of a real popular revolt. Now Turchynov has said that a referendum on federalization can be held on May 25. That is, simultaneously with the elections.
This is complete nonsense.
First you need to decide what the state will be like, and only then choose its head. And not the other way around. When going to the polls, a voter must clearly know for whom and with what powers he is voting. But the putschists deliberately confused everything. For example, not a single lawyer can answer you which Constitution is currently in force in Ukraine. The old one - where the president has few powers, or the new one - which was adopted “under Yanukovych” and in which the president has more rights. The fact is that on February 21, Yanukovych was supposed to sign a law on a return to the old Constitution, for which the Rada (under pressure!) voted. But he was forced to run for his life and... did not sign this document. Therefore, de jure, the Constitution, which the putschists wanted to change, is in effect. But they pretend that the old Constitution is in effect.
How can you elect the head of a country with unclear powers?
How can you elect the head of a country with an incomprehensible structure?
How can you vote when there are fights and shootings in the streets, like in Germany in the early thirties?
If you don’t care about the laws and your country, as the putschists in Kyiv are doing today, then, of course, it’s possible.
Can. But not for long.
And this is another lesson from history that the poor students Turchinov and Yatsenyuk did not learn.
Those who spit on their country and dance to a foreign tune have to “run away in a woman’s dress,” as A. F. Kerensky did in 1917. Moreover, you have to flee from those who adored and applauded a few months ago.
So the question is this: either a referendum on federalization is held first, and then elections, or Turchinov and Yatsenyuk can safely go shopping at a ladies’ store.
R. S. Alexander Fedorovich Kerensky did not flee from the Winter Palace in a woman’s dress. He left in the car of the American consul, leaving his colleagues in the Provisional Government. This is a historical fact. But, firstly, such a flag on the hood and such a method of escape are quite suitable for modern Kyiv putschists. And secondly, history always repeats itself as a farce.
Therefore, I would not rule out the option of a lady’s dress...
Turchynov signed a decree on the start of a special operation in the east (Ukraine on the air of the Russian News Service)
04/15/2014
A. Tolstov: In the studio is the writer, co-chairman of the Great Fatherland party Nikolai Starikov. Turchynov signed a decree on the start of a special operation in eastern Ukraine. Ukraine proposed to the UN to conduct a joint operation with peacekeeping forces and organizations in the east of the country. At the same time, former Prime Minister of Ukraine Yulia Tymoshenko posted on her website a call on the leaders of all states to apply the third level of sanctions to the Russian state. In particular, he asks for direct military assistance to the Ukrainian people. Representatives of the people's militia appealed to Vladimir Putin with a request to protect them, and Russian Interior Minister Sergei Lavrov stated that our country does not interfere in the internal affairs of Ukraine, this is contrary to our interests. Russia also stands for an integral and united Ukraine. So what conclusion can we draw? The West and Ukraine feared a military operation on the part of Russia, and now they are actually announcing the possibility of using the army on their part. How should we react to these statements?
N. Starikov: You know, it would be funny if it weren’t so sad. Because you and I see that on the Russian side there are politicians with a capital P, who carefully, weighing every word, make their statements, and in no case try to rattle weapons. On the other hand, there are clowns, it’s hard to say otherwise. But, unfortunately, these clowns can shed blood. And then this story becomes no longer funny. Constant talk of the Ukrainian leadership about the use of force, the third ultimatum in two days, the most recent, the signing of an anti-terrorist operation. Let's remember that Yanukovych, who is accused, who was deprived of power, did not sign such a decree. He didn't want to use violence. You can condemn him for this: he did the right thing or not. But, nevertheless, now we see that the victorious “knights of freedom”, all in white, are ready to fill their entire white uniform with blood. This is, unfortunately, terrible. But every revolution - I, as a person who has written several books on this topic, can say - always ends this way.
A. Tolstov: Why are these statements being made now? Why not earlier?
N. Starikov: Because the situation has been brought to the boiling point. The people of the South-East of Ukraine, and I think that probably the majority of Ukrainians, they do not want, they do not accept this power, which, firstly, came illegally in Kyiv, as a result of a military coup. And secondly, they cannot simply live with Bandera becoming a national hero. And that's why people don't want to live like that. They are not heard. They demand federalization. And this popular cry really grew into a popular revolt. And instead of talking to our people, announcing a referendum on federalization, holding it instead of presidential elections - I can now explain why this should be done - we hear constant calls to shed blood from all sides. This is not normal.
A. Tolstov: Regarding the referendum. Statements are made by the same Turchynov that an all-Ukrainian referendum on the issue of government structure can be held simultaneously with the elections on May 25. True, if the Rada makes such a decision.
N. Starikov: Anyone who has seen Turchinov’s face will not listen carefully to his statements. What I want to say is this: why can’t it be done at the same time? The fact is that a very interesting situation is happening in Ukraine today. Not a single lawyer can explain to you which Constitution of Ukraine is in force. Let me explain. During the time of Viktor Yanukovych, under him, as they say, they changed the Constitution and added powers to the president. It was this Constitution that the putschists wanted to return to its old form. On February 21, when all the agreements that the opposition violated were signed, Viktor Yanukovych did not have time to sign one document because he was forced to save his life, as we see today, this threat was real. He had to sign the final document, which the Rada very quickly voted for. Only after Yanukovych signed this document did the old Constitution of Ukraine come into force. He didn't sign. This means the new one is in effect. But the new one says completely different things. And the current putschists act as if the old one were acting. That is, it is generally incomprehensible, a constitutional vacuum. Because, according to the old version, they make appointments and act - that’s the first thing. We need to look into this issue. Secondly, Ukrainian citizens will go to elect a president. What powers will this president have? According to one Constitution there are some, according to another - others. And third: what is federalization? This is a change in the powers of the center and regions. That is, how can you choose a president if at the same time the principle of how the country is built can change. We must first decide what Ukraine is? Is it a federation, is it a unitary state, or is it something else? And only after this can the leader of this country be chosen. It is obvious.
A. Tolstov: But there are also statements that the elections should be postponed to the fall. Before that, adopt the Constitution, these changes, that is, return to the old Constitution.
N. Starikov: For me personally, human life seems to be the most important value in this world. Look what the putschists and those who were on the Maidan achieved? One hundred people gave their lives. There is a threat that more people will die. In order for the presidential elections in Ukraine to take place in May 2014 instead of March 2015. Ask yourself: was it worth it, did it really cost a hundred human lives, chaos, anarchy, the threat of the collapse of the country, so that elections could be held 11 months earlier?
A. Tolstov: Question from Alexander: “If there is a junta in Kyiv, then why doesn’t Russia protect the Russian people? Where is the logic, and what does Ukraine’s sovereignty have to do with it? Yanukovych must allow the entry of Russian troops.”
N. Starikov: The question is quite reasonable. To be honest, these are just emotions. The listener believes that Yanukovych should allow the entry of troops into the territory of Ukraine. But Yanukovych doesn’t think so. And what to do with it? Will a respected radio listener sign this decree instead of Yanukovych? Will he speak at the UN instead of Yanukovych? Instead of Yanukovych, will he explain and interpret international legislation? Of course not. Russia's position is balanced. Our main position is based on two postulates: 1) in order not to give the opportunity to start a war under any circumstances; 2) We need a whole, developing, flourishing Ukraine. We don't need the collapse of Ukraine. The President speaks about this, Lavrov speaks about this. To the best of my modest strength, I also talk about this constantly. Why? Because the Americans deliberately created this whole mess, destroying the Ukrainian state with the hands of the putschists, so that there would be a huge field next to our borders, just like in 1818, the “Makhnovshchina” was continuous. So that this field would provide an opportunity for extremist organizations, so that a huge number of people would lose their jobs, they could be attracted to some extremist organizations so that all enterprises there would be closed. Look what the Ukrainian leadership is delegating now? They are going to stop supplying arms to Russia. Question: who else buys weapons from Ukraine? The main buyer is not Ukraine, but Russia. Ukraine itself buys almost nothing from Ukraine. There are also foreign consumers. That is, let's frostbite the ears so that the mother-in-law has a son-in-law without ears. That is, if they stop supplying some components for our military enterprises, their enterprises will close. People will be left without work. What is the point of this action? There is no point. We must understand that all the actions of the Kyiv putschists are not independent. They act in such a way as to annoy Russia as much as possible. Based on this understanding, you need to build your policy. They need war. They constantly arrange provocations. Look at the situation in the city of Slavyansk, where unknown people in civilian clothes, in training suits, shot two cars with people. One was killed, two were wounded. Question: what is this? I'll answer you. This is the technology of the same unknown snipers, only in a different version. There is nowhere for snipers to shoot, so people in cars shoot at other people in cars. The same thing happened in Syria before the start of a full-scale civil war, when unknown people on motorcycles shot protesters with machine guns. The task is to cause clashes, heighten passions and bring this cauldron to an explosion. Therefore, someone needs war, someone needs sacrifices. This someone is the USA. Understanding this, Russia should not give an excuse, should not send troops there.
A. Tolstov: Another question from a listener: “What are the grounds for calling the government of Ukraine illegitimate if it is recognized by the majority of UN countries?”
N. Starikov: Very simple. Firstly, it is bitter that most countries of the UN, PACE, and other international structures act on the principle “even if he is a scoundrel, he is our scoundrel.” The reasons are very simple. We open the Constitution of Ukraine, both the old version and the new. There are clearly written three options in which the President of Ukraine can be deprived of power: 1) he wrote a statement; 2) he died; 3) went through an impeachment procedure. Impeachment proceedings are not simply about lawmakers standing up and voting. Firstly, there must be a certain number of these deputies. A special commission is created to investigate those crimes on the basis of which impeachment is declared. She conducts an investigation not in 2 hours, not in 15 minutes, but many months. Then he reports. The constitutional majority of deputies is already voting. After this, this decision must be endorsed by the Constitutional Court. That's when the impeachment procedure took place. What did the putschists do? I think that radio listeners understand that this procedure has not even been started at all. Moreover, they also dissolved the Constitutional Court. So, Viktor Yanukovych, according to the Constitution of Ukraine, is the legal, legitimate president of Ukraine. And the fact that the UN votes the way the Americans tell them is time to stop being surprised by this process.
A. Tolstov: Why then does Ukraine propose to the UN to conduct a joint operation with the organization’s peacekeeping forces in the east of the country, and does not turn to NATO with the same question?
N. Starikov: Because it’s all a circus. These are the same bloody clowns. NATO will not provide any assistance to Ukraine. Remember the classic Vladimir Semenovich Vysotsky: “We will write in Sportloto.” This is the same thing. They are just as likely to write to the Wildlife Trust. Their task is not to save Ukraine, but to annoy Russia. That is, they sowed chaos in Ukraine so that Russia would be drawn into this chaos in one form or another, so that a war would break out between Ukraine and Russia. And we need a prosperous Ukraine, and a holistic one, if one can use such an adjective. Therefore, when someone talks about the introduction of troops in Lugansk, Donetsk, and other regions, think about it. And in the Lviv region, and in the Zhytomyr region? Are they waiting for the Russian army there too? No. So how can you talk about this? I understand why the radio listener writes this way. He was driven by emotions. The leader of the country cannot act like this. It is very good that the country is headed by a politician who does not take his steps in the heat of emotion, but thinks them through very well. That's why the results are so wonderful. Look, Crimea has reunited with Russia. There was no deployment of troops there. The result has been achieved. Here's how to proceed.
A. Tolstov: And even today messages came that a rally was taking place on the Maidan against the new government of Ukraine. The requirements are as follows: to stabilize, first of all, the economic situation. If this does not happen, the country will be overwhelmed by mass protests. Over the past week, the life of the herd in Ukraine has been unbearable, say the participants in this action. Groceries have doubled in price, medicines have risen in price by 50%, the same thing is happening with housing and communal services and gas tariffs. Travel in Kyiv by minibuses has also almost doubled. What could such rallies lead to on the same Maidan Nezalezhnosti? The quality of life is deteriorating; could serious opposition to the current government emerge? What will this change in the minds of those people who advocated European integration and the overthrow of Yanukovych?
N. Starikov: Remember the classic of Soviet cinema “Wedding in Malinovka”: “the power is changing again.” There, about the issue of money, it was: “take it, take it, I’ll draw more.” And about how resources are divided: “this is for me, this is for me again, it’s all the same to me.” The entire current Ukrainian situation is described there. If the government acts this way, and it cannot act otherwise, after a while those who supported it will themselves sweep it away. Because they, naive people, were misled into thinking that they were achieving something good. They themselves destroyed their state with all the consequences in a few months. The collapse of a state is always scary for the people. This is always an economic crisis, it is always the danger of civil war, it is always a decline in living standards. It never happens that the state collapses and everyone begins to live well. It doesn't happen that way. Remember the Soviet Union, how it ends. Now this tragedy is happening on a smaller scale, but that doesn’t stop it from being a tragedy. Therefore, the Ukrainians themselves must reject the current illegitimate Ukrainian government. And in a few months, not years, the Ukrainians themselves will definitely drive her out. Because she won't keep any of the promises she made.
Listener: Hello. Mr. Starikov, as a historian and writer, you should know what Ilyin wrote. Remember that when the communist party collapses, then if an anti-people dictatorship comes to power, it will take decades to create a state. After the terrible revolution of 1818, Stalin managed to raise the country, in a short time he raised and won all the wars. And we have been in this swamp for 25 years, we have a civil war going on in Russia, don’t you see? How long will this continue, do you think?
N. Starikov: Look, a person is calling who sincerely supports the country. I see. And again an outburst of emotions. I know history very well, dear radio listener. I have already written 12 books. Some of them are devoted to the history of the revolution. One of them is called “Stalin. Let's remember together." I have great respect for Stalin. But Stalin and his team, which restored the country, are not the same people who destroyed Russia in 17-18. Moreover, the so-called Leninist guard in 1937–38 received what they deserved in full. Only after this was the Soviet Union finally able to move forward, win the most terrible war and become a superpower in full until Gorbachev betrayed it in 1991. What are you offering? Will the country be flooded with blood again as a result of another civil war? Of course not. Therefore, this is not the way for the development of Ukraine. When I say that any revolution leads to the fall of statehood, bloodshed, this is so. Remember the Great French Revolution. It is necessary to distinguish the Soviet Union of 1970 from the bloody orgy and civil war of 19. These are two different countries. Although the parties seem to be similar in name, they are different communists, different ideologies, different meanings. Therefore, we will have enough revolutions. And that’s why we don’t want revolutions to happen in Ukraine. It was the coup d'état, which when it wins, calls itself a revolution, that destroyed today's Ukraine. It is a fact. Before February 21, before the start of all these events, neither Crimea nor Donbass had the slightest desire to secede from Ukraine. To understand what we are talking about, let's imagine hypothetically. In 1999, Basayev’s gangs went to Dagestan. The Dagestanis immediately, even before the approach of our armed forces, repulsed them. Many thanks to them for this. Russia remembers their feat. But imagine that something terrible happened and Basayev’s campaign ended on Red Square. That's it, they won and became the central government. I assure you that all regions of Russia would immediately want to secede from this central government. Moreover, even those regions with a Muslim population. Because such Wahhabi extremists in power are terrible. This is what is happening in Ukraine today. Fascists, nationalists and politicians working in the interests of the West came to power there. And everyone else is horrified and wants to distance themselves from them. The source of the collapse of Ukraine is the current Kyiv government. The desire of all normal people is to be away from her. Therefore, if this Kiev government comes into contact with its people, if referendums on federalization are held there and the meaning of power in Kyiv changes, then Ukraine can be saved.
A. Tolstov: Nikolai Viktorovich, they are asking you about your statement that Russia does not send its troops into the territories of countries. Roman writes: “Excuse me, please, but Russia did not send troops into Yugoslavia, Syria, or North African countries, and, nevertheless, there is war and devastation there. What's the point in being careful? And our other listener: “How not to interfere? Leave our Russian compatriots to die? Let them shoot, or what?”
N. Starikov: First question: who was shot? At the moment, Russia’s tough position on preventing these excesses, it lies not in the tanks that are traveling there, but in the diplomatic position, which has led to the fact that Kyiv has already issued three ultimatums and cannot decide on anything. I never made up my mind in Crimea. They are always trying to make provocations. Remember the sniper in Simferopol who shot one Ukrainian soldier and one Cossack. Now some people are shooting at cars. They need a reason, they need a war. Dear radio listeners, let's think - I understand that this is difficult - but not with emotions. They need war, we need peace. Therefore, we must achieve the same goals, but only with different methods. As for the fact that there is a war going on in Syria. Do you see the difference between Syria and Libya? Russia did not interfere in Libya, Russia did not interfere in Yugoslavia. There is no Yugoslavia, there is no Libya either. There, some hooligans recently arrested the Prime Minister because he behaved badly - this is the level of today's Libyan state. But there is Syria. Yes, there is devastation there. Yes, there are dead people there. Because there the people defend their freedom against terrorists. Do you see the difference? And he would not have defended his freedom if Russia had not helped him. Therefore, let's figure out where what kind of policy is being pursued and what results it leads to.
Listener: Nikolai Viktorovich, you said why it was necessary to carry out this coup with subsequent re-elections. From my point of view, this coup was made in order to greatly lower the rating of Vladimir Vladimirovich Putin. If there had been bloodshed in Crimea, bloodshed in Eastern Ukraine, then the people simply would not forgive Putin, and he would no longer become president. Everything has been done for this. And plus the Olympics - to denigrate it. How do you think?
N. Starikov: When the West began these actions, it pursued quite a lot of goals, but they were all equally anti-Russian. You are absolutely right that the coup was originally planned, and Putin himself spoke about this, for 2015, when the next presidential elections in Ukraine were supposed to take place. But since Yanukovych did not sign the agreement on European integration (please note, everyone has already forgotten about this agreement, no one is demanding that the European dream for which he came to the Maidan be returned to him, because they are not even close to the European dream, food has already become more expensive, gasoline has become more expensive , no medicines, no work, what kind of European dream is there); So, only after Yanukovych did not sign this agreement did the putschists have to improvise. And they have many goals. Firstly, to sow chaos, secondly, to deprive Russia of a strategic base in Crimea and, of course, to put the Russian leadership in a difficult position. That is, if you do not fight for Crimea, then you are showing weakness and losing your rating within Russia. Especially if it happens with bloody excesses. If you interfere in these bloody excesses, you lose your rating because you intervened in the bloody excesses. Remember 1914. What a patriotic enthusiasm! Everyone wants to defend Russia, which Germany declared war on. And in 1917 - who overthrew the tsar then? Where did this patriotic enthusiasm go? This happened because three years of war led to a change in people's attitudes towards what was happening. That is, the West wanted to drive us into a very difficult situation. And this is the skill of a politician to achieve a goal opposite to what the enemy set for himself, and at the same time avoid all the pitfalls. The main thing is that no blood was spilled. Two people died. Very sorry. Perhaps the streets should be named after them. Of course, they will name it in Crimea.
A. Tolstov: From your point of view, until what point will Russia not interfere in the situation? Where is the point after which this will no longer be possible?
N. Starikov: Russia will not interfere until events are completely out of control. If some kind of, God forbid, war of all against all begins in Ukraine, then, of course, it will be necessary to react to this in some way. I really hope that the Ukrainian people themselves will be able to resolve this situation. Please note that the process of transition of both the police and military to the side of the people has now begun. This is an inevitable path, because no one can shoot at ordinary people, only the fascists from the Right Sector, who are now called the National Guard. Imagine, an airborne brigade. What, is she going to shoot women and old people? What for? She will simply step aside, and at best, go over to the side of the residents.
A. Tolstov: Nikolai Viktorovich, question: “Why then did Putin ask for permission to use military force if there would be no deployment of troops?”
N. Starikov: He asked for this in order to demonstrate Russia’s determination. You know that the threat used is no longer a threat. Please note that no one has revoked this permission; it is no longer discussed. But quite a lot of time has passed. I think a month has passed since then. And the Ukrainian putschists, by and large, have not yet used force. Although they created a lot of reasons for this. Most importantly, they constantly said that they had this reason and that they would use force. That is, they constantly talk, but something stops them at the last moment. Certainly not the visit of the head of the CIA, which took place the other day.
A. Tolstov: This is also an interesting question. Today we received messages about Russian gas. Ukraine is ready to pay $386 per thousand cubic meters. Russia previously insisted on a price of $485.5. Europe is also talking about plans to create a single energy union. This organization can deal with issues of natural resources. In general, this is not the first time that energy issues have been raised. From your point of view, will the current situation push Europe to resolve this issue so as not to depend on Russia? What will happen if Europe and the European Union refuse Russian gas?
N. Starikov: This question is worth commenting on. Statement from Ukraine: it is ready to pay $386 for gas. Imagine, dear radio listeners, you come to a store, go up to the counter and say: “I’m ready to pay 500 rubles for this sausage.” The seller tells you: “But it costs 600.” And you say: “I don’t care. I’m ready to pay 500 for it, which means you are obliged to sell it to me for 500 rubles.” So, what? Well, this is a kindergarten. Despite the fact that there is a signed contract where the price is fixed, for which Yulia Tymoshenko became a prisoner of conscience for several years. There is a contract, everything is described there: the price, ways to reduce it in case of some things, prepayment if they don’t pay for a long time. Everything is written there, you need to read the contract. Therefore, talking about the fact that we want to pay some price is talking in favor of the poor. And in a situation where an illegitimate government in Kyiv is in power, Russia has no motivation to subsidize this government and reduce the price of gas. We lowered the price for Yanukovych because he was legitimate and pensions were paid under him, and the hryvnia exchange rate was different, and fascists did not walk on the streets with machine guns. We gave him a discount for not signing this agreement. This was understandable. Why are they giving this discount? Because they are putschists, and because they are recognized by some UN countries? Let these UN countries give them this money. I arrived from Slovakia today. Therefore, I also know the situation regarding gas from the other side. After all, Slovakia is one of the countries for which Ukraine, for reasons unknown to Slovakia, has great hopes. What does Ukraine want? She wants some kind of gas reversal to be carried out in Slovakia. Imagine there is a gas pipeline, gas goes to Europe. By some physical miracle, the gas should return back through the same pipe. It is clear that we are talking about Ukraine taking our gas, but it is considered as if Slovakia supplied it. Everything would be fine, but Slovakia asks the question: who will pay for this gas? Here the Ukrainian partners cannot say anything. Therefore, Slovakia says that gas reversal is impossible, but it is ready for some supplies if the European Union gives guarantees that it will pay for this gas instead of Ukraine. But the European Union does not provide such guarantees. Look, it's just talk. What specific help from the West? Now the United States has provided $1 billion in aid - this is a loan, it will have to be repaid. The IMF gives politically motivated loans: pensions should be lowered, the retirement age should be increased, social benefits should be reduced, then we will give money so that you can return more money to us later. Is this help, or what? Nobody is helping Ukraine. Because they don’t need a prosperous Ukraine, but for Ukraine to be very bad. And they say one thing, but put their plan into action. Therefore, talk from Europe that they will be more independent of Russian gas is also a complete fiction. Firstly, in order to be independent, we need to replace our gas with something. Norway cannot provide such a replacement. She has no volumes. The US produces shale gas. Firstly, it needs to be transported, but there are no huge ships into which liquefied gas is pumped, there are no berths in Europe, there is not even a shipbuilding program for construction. That is, in ten years, maybe they will bring it. But these 10 years need to be warmed up with something. Not only Angela Merkel’s statements, or Arsen Avakov’s Facebook posts, but something more significant. Europe cannot replace Russian gas with anything. It is expensive, time-consuming and unprofitable.
A. Tolstov: At the same time, Deputy Prime Minister Arkady Dvorkovich, who returned from China, declares that his Russian and Chinese colleagues are ready to prepare a contract for the supply of Russian gas to China. Moreover, these proposals could be prepared for President Vladimir Putin’s visit to China as early as May. How interesting is this market for us? What prospects does Russia have in China?
N. Starikov: Of course, this market is very interesting for us. It was not by chance that we built a gas pipeline there, in an attempt to discredit which the greatest thinker of our time made a name for himself, who now languishes without the Internet, poor, unhappy. And it is no coincidence that he tried to prevent exactly this, the construction of the ESPO, which leads our hydrocarbons to China. There are a lot of advantages here, but one disadvantage. The advantages are that if Europe suddenly makes a suicidal desire to bask in the trees that grow on their streets, we say: “Okay, guys, no problem. But we will supply gas to China.” The only downside is that China cannot yet provide us with the same level of consumption as Europe consumes.
A. Tolstov: And in this regard, a question from a listener: “Who will be Russia’s ally if a conflict arises with China, if the UN has recognized Russia as an aggressor?”
N. Starikov: And who ever was a voluntary ally of Russia, so much so that he fought for us better than ourselves, or at least like us? I don’t know anything like this in history at all. We need to start from a simple understanding. There are no allies who would be as loyal to Russia and love her as much as we ourselves. The skill of diplomats lies in weaving a web of interests so that China benefits from being friends with Russia and not from conflict. So that Italian politicians can see that cooperation with Russia is much more profitable than any conflicts. That is why the West has been trying for a long time to bring politicians to key European countries who will act to the detriment of their country, like Adolf Hitler. Or like today’s putschists in Ukraine, who say that they love Ukraine very much, but in fact they began to crush, chop and ruin it.
A. Tolstov: When will we switch to rubles in settlements with Ukraine?
N. Starikov: Good question. It is necessary to switch to ruble payments not only with Ukraine, but in general in the trade of our natural, and not only natural, resources. Then, strictly speaking, the process will go quickly and fun. But if, for example, it is difficult for us to sell the products of our mechanical engineering for rubles, then it is impossible not to buy our gas. Or, for example, our Finnish partners cannot help but buy Russian timber. Whether you want it or not, that’s a different story. Can not. Therefore, we can set a condition: yes, we sell, but only for rubles. Come to our exchange, sell your currency, buy rubles, and pay with them. That is, the meaning of all this in a nutshell is to create demand for our national currency. By creating demand for dollars, the United States achieved a high standard of living. As soon as we move on to trading for rubles in as wide a range of goods as possible, we can do the same here in Russia.
Listener: Nikolai Viktorovich, you admit that our enemy, that is, the United States, whose intelligence operates freely on the territory of Ukraine, also thinks and also sees what the Russian leadership wants and how it acts.
N. Starikov: Of course, intelligence services are working. As a matter of fact, the SBU was under the Americans before, but now it is a direct branch. Look, today the head of the SBU, who was overthrown and dismissed along with Yanukovych, made a sensational statement. He said that Nalyvaichenko, the current head of the SBU and the head of the Central Election Commission, is a double agent. Nalyvaichenko works for both British and American partners. In principle, nothing surprising. When I began to study the question of where the Right Sector came from, I suddenly saw that Mr. Nalyvaichenko came to their camps as the head of the SBU. Imagine, this whole story was covered up. There are photos on the Internet. For example, the graduation of cadets from the school of the Security Service of Ukraine. The American Ambassador presents them with diplomas. This is not the FBI, not the CIA, but the SBU. Can you imagine the Russian ambassador presenting promising young FBI agents with some souvenirs, nesting dolls, pennants? Of course not, no one will let him in there. Therefore, the situation is this: Americans are working in Ukraine. The head of the CIA came there. But they have worked in Ukraine before, and have always worked. And the operation called “Reunification of Russia and Crimea” was a complete surprise for them. They did not expect that the Crimeans would be able to organize themselves like this. They did not expect Russia to show will on this issue. They generally expected a completely different development of events. That's why we manage to surprise them. And I see no reason why we won’t be able to do this in the future.
Listener: Why do you say that we need a united Ukraine? We don't need her at all. There are incompatible things there: Galicians, Uniates, Rusyns, Transcarpathians. And ordinary Ukrainians, our Russians. Why should Ukraine be united? Why should this package include peoples so opposite in interests and quality? Unclear.
N. Starikov: I want to say that I don’t divide peoples by quality and quantity. For me, all Ukrainians are equal. For me, a Ukrainian is the same Russian, who has slight peculiarities in his dialect. Which also exists in the southern regions of Russia. There is no big difference. Remember what Mikhail Sergeevich Gorbachev said. He had nothing to do with Ukraine, nevertheless, he had an absolutely Ukrainian, southern Russian dialect.
Yes, there is a definite problem that the western regions of Ukraine are mentally different. They have especially become mentally different over the last twenty years. But we must understand that, strictly speaking, they entered our Russian civilization only thanks to Stalin in the middle of the 20th century. It takes time for this antagonism not between Russians and Ukrainians, but for the antagonism between the Russian world and the Western world - that’s the problem there - for this antagonism to go away. We, patriots of the Russian world, need all of Ukraine, prosperous and united. It seems to me that our point of view should be this: we cannot divide what is part of us. Another thing is that circumstances that we do not always determine lead to the disintegration of an entire country. And then some actions are already carried out. But we cannot and should not initiate this process.
The ultimate goal of NATO is to admit the Tver region of Russia into this organization as a separate state
04/21/2014
In a telephone interview with the Nakanune.ru resource, I expressed my point of view on the results of the Geneva negotiations and the situation in Ukraine as a whole[40].
Question: The day before, four-party negotiations on the situation in Ukraine were held in Geneva. Nikolai Viktorovich, in your opinion, were they successful for Russia?
N. Starikov: Negotiations exist so that the parties can discuss the problems that concern them and find a peaceful solution. The very fact of the negotiations suggests that the situation in Ukraine vaguely resembles the scales, and they do not swing in one direction or the other. If one of the parties to the conflict, which today is purely Ukrainian, had the opportunity to resolve it unilaterally, I am sure that everything would have already been decided. Those who today call themselves the legitimate authorities in Kyiv, given the opportunity, would suppress with a strong hand the uprisings of their people in the South-East. But they do not have such an opportunity, so both Kyiv and the United States have to sit down at the negotiating table.
As for the results of these negotiations, there is nothing special to brag about. In a nutshell, they agreed to negotiate. Because what has now been signed in Geneva is a collection of good wishes. One side must vacate the buildings and surrender weapons, the other must disarm the illegal formations of the Right Sector and stop attacks on people. In addition, the main question has not been resolved: what should be the way out of the constitutional impasse into which the February putschists led Ukraine. Here, each side has a completely different view of how to get out of this impasse.
It seems to me that the path proposed by Russia is correct. That is, first we need to decide on the rights of people, what rights the regions will receive, and hold referendums in the regions. At the same time, it is important that they be in the regions, and not throughout the country; I don’t think that the residents of Donetsk or Mariupol trust the Central Election Commission of Ukraine, in which, according to the latest information, British agents sit.
And only after this, when it becomes clear what kind of country this is, what kind of constitutional system it has, what kind of constitution it has, will it be possible to elect the head of the country. Otherwise, accelerated elections are proposed for an unknown country, with unknown powers. That's not how it's done.
Question: In your opinion, will something change now, will the people really vacate government buildings?
N. Starikov: In order for people who were driven to carry out such actions to disarm and leave certain buildings, they must receive guarantees of carrying out what the people took to the streets for. Is someone today suggesting they hold regional referendums? I haven’t heard such statements from Kyiv politicians. Does anyone guarantee that they will restore order in the country and disarm neo-Nazi groups? I haven't heard about this either. Until there is clarity on these issues, I am afraid that the document signed in Geneva will remain a document signed in Geneva.
Question: Could this document give another reason for the Kyiv junta to suppress the rebels using force, in case the people do not want to leave government buildings?
N. Starikov: Ukraine tries to do this all the time, but it doesn’t succeed very well. In addition, the most important deterrent for the Kyiv authorities is not the absence of any signed papers, but the presence of permission from the Federation Council to use Russian armed forces in the event of unprecedented events in the territories bordering us. Therefore, there is no need to attach great importance to the papers that are signed in Geneva. At one time, Hitler and I signed a non-aggression pact, but he immediately violated it.
Question: Following the negotiations, US Secretary of State John Kerry stated that Washington is ready to soon introduce additional sanctions against the Russian Federation if it does not see progress in resolving the Ukrainian problem...
N. Starikov: I really want that in ten years, at such negotiations, Russia will announce the introduction of sanctions against the United States if the United States behaves badly. Kerry’s statement is, to put it mildly, strange, here either you are reaching an agreement with us, or you are trying to put pressure on us. One must exclude the other.
Question: How likely is it that America will expand sanctions against Russia in the near future?
N. Starikov: Of course, it will expand. Instead of twenty-one people, they will freeze the non-existent accounts of forty-one, this will be a “terrible” blow to the Russian economy.
Question: How do you feel about the promise of the head of the Ukrainian Foreign Ministry that the Kiev authorities will carry out a transparent constitutional reform in the country?
N. Starikov: As a child, I read a lot of Krylov’s fables; they told about various characters of flora and fauna who made different promises, but did not fulfill them. So, I don’t think there is any reason to trust the government, which cannot explain why it violated the agreement with President Yanukovych, who gave them power, and carried out a coup in Kyiv in just a few hours. If they wanted stabilization and democratic development of Ukraine, they would have already received everything from Yanukovych. But they, or rather those who control them, need chaos, a divided Ukraine and war. That is why the putschists carried out a coup d'etat without any need, when Viktor Yanukovych appointed the same Yatsenyuk as prime minister, he could have performed his functions in the same way, only now it would not have been Turchynov standing behind him, with incomprehensible legitimacy, but a completely legitimate president Yanukovych.
Question: It’s interesting that the West is demanding that Russia stop the escalation of the conflict in Ukraine, but at the same time Rasmussen says that no one should force Ukraine to be a neutral party. Isn’t this how our neighbors aggravate the situation in Ukraine?
N. Starikov: The West always demands something from Russia. As soon as we became a more or less visible country, they immediately began to demand something from us. Starting from the fact that we did not offend the poor defenseless Swedes, whom we defeated and from whom we took the entire Baltic coast, ending with the fact that our European partners demanded that we unilaterally start a war with Hitler without any guarantees on their part, and then they were very offended when instead we concluded a non-aggression pact with him. They always demand something from us. We need to stop paying so much attention to their demands and focus on our own interests.
Question: Still, in your opinion, why is NATO making a statement that Ukraine may not be a neutral country?
N. Starikov: This is another move. No one will accept Ukraine into NATO now, or into other European structures. If we give up our positions one by one, then there is such a possibility. But you need to understand that the ultimate goal of NATO is to admit into this organization the absolutely democratic and free Tver region of Russia as a separate state with a powerful army of 20 people.
The Americans need Ukraine as part of Russia, which they will then set against Russia
04/22/2014
I bring to your attention a recording of the RSN broadcast with my participation on April 21, 2014.
Transcript of the program (spelling and punctuation - RSN).
A. Tolstov: In the St. Petersburg studio of the Russian News Service, writer and co-chairman of the Great Fatherland party Nikolai Starikov. A people's governor was elected on Freedom Square in Kharkov. It was local businessman Vladimir Varshavsky. In addition, at a congress of representatives of people's gatherings in Lugansk, Governor Valery Bolotov was elected. Next, the militia leaders in Slavyansk met with OSCE representatives. There is also a people's mayor there. This is Vyacheslav Ponomarev. He was chosen a little earlier. However, the situation in Donetsk and Lugansk remains quite tense. A curfew has been introduced in the city. On Sunday night there was a shootout at a checkpoint in Slavyansk, which led to casualties. What do all these messages mean to you?
N. Starikov: This is all a logical consequence of the fact that the state in Ukraine was virtually destroyed in February. You said that there was a shootout on Sunday night. We need to clarify that it’s Easter. And, unfortunately, many people wrote and said that those Satanists who stand on the other side of the barricades from the Russians love to organize bloody provocations specifically on Easter and other Orthodox holidays. All this was well prepared. According to various sources, three militiamen died, two of them were shot by a sniper. That is, it was a whole military operation. All the news we hear about Ukraine is the desire of a certain force to chaoticize Ukraine, to destroy it as a state. Recently, American high-ranking officials have been frequenting Ukraine. The head of the CIA arrived on a false passport. The last time he came was in 1992, after which he was not interested in Ukraine. Joe Biden arrived today. The program is classified, no journalists.
A. Tolstov: There are reports that he will announce technical assistance to Ukraine, including the provision of certain technical know-how that will allow the country to increase the efficiency of its use of energy resources.
N. Starikov: How many people will believe that Joe Biden flew to Ukraine to talk about new energy-saving technologies? He came because the junta is in a very difficult situation. They did not expect the reaction of their own population, and now they are at a dead end. On the one hand, they would really like to use force, but they cannot do this. On the other hand, they do not want to negotiate so as not to disrupt their own scheduled illegitimate presidential elections.
A. Tolstov: At the same time, a number of American congressmen refused to meet with the same Yulia Tymoshenko, who was planning to go to the United States. As a result, she refused the trip; apparently, she had no one to go to.
N. Starikov: Judging by the number of charter flights of high-ranking Americans, they themselves will soon fly to Ukraine. There is no need for Ukrainians to fly so far. Soon everyone will fly there if the population of the South-East organizes so actively.
A. Tolstov: Why then do they refuse to meet with Tymoshenko? Does this mean that she is not considered by Washington as a real contender for the presidency?
N. Starikov: There may be several options here, one of which you say is that a chocolate candy manufacturer is nicer for Washington. On the other hand, what should I talk to her about? Lately she has been making very strange statements - either to hit her with an atomic bomb or to ask for military help. You and she will sit at the table, there will be journalists and cameras around, and she will blurt out something. You will have to refuse her, diplomatically and gently, so as not to disappoint Ukrainian voters that America is still providing assistance. Therefore, it is easier to get sick, be busy or go on another business trip.
A. Tolstov: Vladimir Putin said last week during a direct line that he knows her well, and although she calls for shooting Russians with atomic weapons, according to the president, this was done during an emotional breakdown.
N. Starikov: The president of a great country must be the most polite person. In this sense, Vladimir Vladimirovich absolutely corresponds to this high title. As a diplomat, he speaks in such a way as not to cut off any options. What if, at some twisted turn of history, she becomes the head of Ukraine. In addition, Tymoshenko, who was anti-Russian on camera, essentially signed a gas agreement, which today gives us all the trump cards. The price there is quite high - $486, if I'm not mistaken. There is a requirement for prepayment. If there is no advance payment, we can stop these deliveries. At the same time, she was sent to prison for this agreement. It is possible to say that it brought colossal problems to Russia, but on the other hand, it gave us a great gift by signing this agreement. You see that everything is changing. There was Yanukovych, she was in prison. Now he sits in Rostov-on-Don, and she is in charge. Poroshenko is generally an incomprehensible person.
When I was in Kyiv, I participated in one of the programs with him. He talked about European integration as usual. The man will be left without sweets; he still has bus production. Everything he produces is sold in Russia, and he wants to integrate into Europe. Now it has become clear that he does not make money from production.
A. Tolstov: The People's Mayor of Slavyansk assured that there are no Russian military personnel in the city. According to Vyacheslav Ponomarev, his former colleagues from the Soviet army came there. This is news from the press conference. The OSCE mission, which is present there, can verify this.
N. Starikov: They were convinced of this yesterday when they announced that they had not found any Russian military personnel. It's hard to find something that doesn't exist.
A. Tolstov: Ponomarev asked Russia to send peacekeepers to the territory of the Donetsk and Lugansk regions. The Foreign Ministry immediately responded. Sergei Lavrov said that calls for Moscow to intervene in the situation in the South-East of Ukraine put Russia in a very difficult position. How complex is it? What is the way out?
N. Starikov: On the one hand, one of the main qualities of a person of Russian civilization is compassion and a sense of justice, so our people, when they shout “ours are being beaten,” he runs and does not ask “who and where.” The German will ask “why are they beating”, “where are they beating”, “did they call the police?” But when we are actively called upon to get involved in Ukrainian affairs in the form of sending troops or some other measures, we need to understand that we cannot help our Russian-speaking brothers in this way. Russia should not send troops to Ukraine. This is what the junta is waiting for, to make us out to be the aggressor, to pit the Russian and Ukrainian peoples against each other. There are a huge number of young people there. “Right Sector” is a grown-up brainwashed kindergarten. All the militants who were detained, including those killed in Slavyansk and captured, are 18, 19, or at most 20 years old. That is, these are boys. Moreover, these are Russian boys. But their sense of justice, which is also inherent in them, is used after brainwashing to fight against their own people. If our troops enter there, these boys will think that they are defending their homeland from the bloody Russian regime, they will fight us tooth and nail. We don't need this. Today, Ukrainians themselves, residents of the South-East, must understand this situation. Unfortunately, blood was shed, but this is not their fault, but those of the bandits who are used as sabotage groups. Only the path of federalization of Ukraine, the path of removing issues that concern the entire population, will help solve the problem. I believe that the Constitution of Ukraine should state that the country has two state languages. This will immediately remove half of the issues that exist, but neither the Nazis nor the pseudo-authorities are ready to agree with this for one simple reason. If Russian is the second language in Ukraine, how will they prove to the Ukrainians that they and the Russians are different people? The Americans need Ukraine as part of Russia, which they will then set against Russia. In this sense, any military actions by Russia play into the hands of the Americans. Many historians say that Stalin should have struck Hitler before June 22. This is a colossal misunderstanding of the international situation that existed then. If Stalin had done this, then Great Britain, the USA, and Germany would have opposed him. Then there would be a liberation campaign for all of Europe.
Radio listener: Aren't we too afraid of what the West will think of us?
N. Starikov: US troops are not officially located on Ukrainian territory. Even the head of the CIA was there incognito and denied it for a long time until they showed him the wig that he had lost on the way to Boryspil. There are private structures that were invited by oligarch Kolomoisky. The second question is that objectively they are now stronger, so the one who cannot withstand it should escape from a head-on collision. We have to maneuver. They need to drag us into a conflict, carry out a bloody massacre, declare that Russia did it, and then it may even smell like a military conflict with NATO. In the same way, we were drawn into the world war in 1914. It ended with us helping the Serb brothers, but we were left without our own state. Let's remember the ambassador they are going to send to us. Wherever he goes, there is a revolution, then a coup. By sending such a specialist, they want to play on our internal contradictions, aggravate them through sanctions, through military clashes, and do in Russia what they did in Ukraine. Understanding their game, we must take steps in a direction other than what they want.
Radio listener: Who can stop the enraged Obama?
N. Starikov: I also don’t like the way he behaves towards Russia and behaved towards Libya and Syria. But remember previous US presidents. George Bush bombed Iraq and killed innocent Iraqis, Clinton bombed Yugoslavia. They are always bombing and killing, and they do it solely in the name of peace. What adds particular cynicism to Barack Obama is the fact that at the very beginning of his political career as President of the United States, he received a Nobel Peace Prize in advance. They tried to please Barack, but thereby put him in a stupid position, because he had already started several wars. Any US president will pursue the same policies. American voters can stop him, but, unfortunately, they will elect someone like him who will fight again. Previously, the aggressive policy of the United States was stopped by the Soviet Union. This did not always work out, but many military conflicts were not carried out by the Americans, because they knew that they would get it in the teeth. Once we restore a strong Eurasian power, we can stop them. That is why they are attacking Ukraine to prevent us from doing this.
A. Tolstov: Yanukovych issued a statement that the new authorities of Kyiv need to start negotiations with the people's leaders of the eastern regions of Ukraine. He warns that the authorities are one step away from bloodshed. Will they start negotiations?
N. Starikov: It seems that they agreed to negotiate in Geneva, but they are not visible. To do this, you need to take a few more steps. People elected their people's governor, elected a new legitimate authority in several more regions of Ukraine. All this brings negotiations with the illegitimate Kyiv authorities much closer. They will only talk to those who are strong and organized. There is only one way to solve the crisis - first, constitutional reform, referendums. It is necessary to resolve the issue of language, the issue of decentralization of Ukrainian power. Next, all this should be written into the Ukrainian constitution, after which presidential elections should take place with clear powers and the structure of the state. Yes, the president will change, but who will guarantee that armed nationalists will not come to eastern cities, that they will not kill people? If there are no guarantees, the situation will not be resolved.
How Poroshenko and Tymoshenko gave part of Ukraine to Romania
04/27/2014
History repeats itself if people forget it. The consequences of the fact that people do not remember the events of the very recent past are especially sad. Today in Ukraine a real performance called “elections” is being played out. The main contenders for victory in the race are Yulia Tymoshenko and Petro Poroshenko. There seems to be a “struggle” between them. They both make loud statements about the “fight against separatists and terrorists,” as today in Kyiv they call their own citizens from the South-East of the country.
Why is the word “struggle” in quotation marks? Because both of these figures, Tymoshenko and Poroshenko, are members of the same team. Together we ALREADY were in the same government. Which, at the command of the West, transferred part of its country to foreign jurisdiction.
This happened quite recently. Just five years ago.
Let's remember how those who today loudly shout about the integrity of Ukraine, at the behest of the West, transferred the Serpentine Island shelf to Romania.
By the way, filled with natural gas deposits...
So - 2004. Maidan. “Victory of freedom” in an unprecedented three-round election. President Yushchenko, whom the West puts at the helm. It is clear that you always have to pay for Western support. How? Of course, in the interests of your country and your people. Washington, London and Brussels have never helped anyone free of charge in their history.
And then the Ukrainian authorities played a combination in three moves, which made it possible to pay for Western help in the Orange Revolution. It was decided to transfer part of the Ukrainian coastal zone in the Black Sea into the hands of Romania. Of course, the one that is rich in hydrocarbons. This is the shelf of Zmeiny Island.
It was decided to formalize the decision taken in advance by the verdict of the European court.
Everything was played out like clockwork.
On September 16, 2004, Romania filed a claim against Ukraine regarding the delimitation of the maritime boundaries of the exclusive economic zone and the continental shelf in the Black Sea. When the USSR existed, our Romanian partners “for some reason” didn’t even think about filing such claims. But Kuchma and Ukraine had nothing to do with it...
After all, the first Maidan began immediately - in November 2004.
In December 2004, Yushchenko became president after the third round of elections, which has no analogues in world history (!).
Now Yushchenko had to repay the debt. And he gave it.
On February 3, 2009, the court announced a decision according to which, if we discard all legal terms, part of the sea shelf of Ukraine went to Romania.
Meanwhile, there was absolutely no need to sue Romania. According to a diplomatic agreement signed by the USSR and Romania, Snake Island became part of the USSR from May 23, 1948. Before this, the island became the territory of the Russian Empire in 1829, after another Russian-Turkish war. A state called Romania simply did not exist then. After the Crimean War, our British and French partners transferred the island to Romania. In 1948, it seemed that the end had been reached. In Soviet times, Romania three times officially confirmed its recognition of the Zmeiny Island and the adjacent shelf as the Soviet Union. Ukraine, as the legal successor of the Ukrainian SSR, could use these arguments. But Maidan’s political debts must be paid. And with one stroke of the pen of the Hague judge, Romania regained 79.34% of the disputed territories in the Black Sea, lost due to participation in the war on Hitler’s side. The reaction of the Ukrainian government to the decision by which Romania cut off a piece of the shelf for itself is extremely favorable:
“Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs of Ukraine Alexander Kupchishin said that Ukraine is satisfied with the decision of the International Court of Justice. “It is very important that the last problematic situation in Ukrainian-Romanian relations has been resolved,” he said.
“The line is a compromise, and the court’s decision is binding on both sides,” the deputy minister noted. Kupchishin also said that the court’s decision was very important, according to which Zmeiny was recognized as an island with a territorial sea of 12 nautical miles”[41].
Now is the time to see who was the member of the Ukrainian government, which so easily and with a smile gave up part of its shelf to Romania. The president was Viktor Yushchenko - he has long been in political oblivion. But the rest of the “heroes of Ukraine” continue to fight for votes. And the integrity of Ukraine.
The composition of the government of Ukraine at the time the decision was made by the international court:
Tymoshenko Yulia Vladimirovna is the Prime Minister of Ukraine.
Oleksandr Valentinovich Turchinov is the first vice prime minister of Ukraine.
Poroshenko Petro Alekseevich - Minister of Foreign Affairs of Ukraine (and others).
As we see, everything is together. Presidential “candidates” Tymoshenko and Poroshenko are now “kind of rivals.” Illegitimate current "i.e. O." Turchinov was also in that government. Everyone is on the same team. They do one thing. And everything is exclusively “for the benefit” of Ukraine.
So, the first two moves - the lawsuit and the loss of the court by Ukraine - have been carried out. Time for the third move - “unexpected discovery of hydrocarbons.”
02/23/2012 “Representatives of the American corporation ExxonMobil and the Romanian oil company Petrom confirmed the presence of natural gas deposits on the Black Sea shelf near Snake Island. Fuel reserves discovered in territory previously disputed by Ukraine are estimated by experts at 42 billion cubic meters. This is three times the annual consumption in Romania.”
Please note that Ukrainian politicians gave the West colossal gas deposits, which the Ukrainian economy itself really, really needs. At the same time, the then Orange government, which today is again at the helm, called the verdict of the court its great victory. Which country's companies do you think will start extracting gas from Zmeiny Island? Where will the proceeds go? The fact that it was this country, the USA, that paid for both the Maidan 2004 and the Maidan 2014 is all a “random coincidence”...
It remains only to clarify one question. And where was Arseniy Yatsenyuk during the transfer of a piece of Ukrainian territory to Romania, that today he is so menacingly trying to look at everyone from the TV screen through his glasses? He was not in the government then. He led the Front for Change party. Were you in opposition to the criminal decision? No. He categorically insisted that Ukraine participated in the trial, the outcome of which was predetermined, in order “to decide the status of Snake Island by the end of 2008.”
Yes, I almost forgot. Before the court’s decision, Yatsenyuk... was also the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Tymoshenko government. And in 2007 he was a great optimist:
“Arseniy Yatsenyuk added that judicial considerations are ongoing regarding the Zmeiny issue. “Some of the cases are in court, some of the cases are being considered by commissions. I’ll tell you frankly: we feel absolutely confident in the court case regarding Snake Island. We have hired some of the best lawyers. The position of the Ukrainian side is clear and understandable.”[42]
Probably, it was these “best lawyers” who lost part of the territory of Ukraine to Romania. And then Yatsenyuk’s party in 2013... joined Tymoshenko’s Batkivshchyna party. The circle is closed.
According to the scenario, the interests and territory of Ukraine can and should be surrendered.
If this is done in favor of Europe and the USA.
By the way, have you ever thought about why exactly those politicians who were directly or indirectly involved in the transfer of part of the Ukrainian territory to Romania (read the USA) resurfaced in the murky wave of another turmoil in Ukraine?
Why exactly did they receive Washington's support AGAIN?
And most importantly, what will Poroshenko and Tymoshenko, together with Turchynov and Yatsenyuk, surrender to the States this time?
Who do the punishers of Ukraine learn from?
04/29/2014
Today it is no longer a secret to anyone that the Kyiv pseudo-authorities are completely dependent. These are puppets controlled by the Anglo-Saxons from Washington and London. It is from their masters that the former putschists, who have now called themselves the Ukrainian “Vlada”, take their instructions. Twice “special operations” against the Southeast began the day after the CIA director and the US Secretary of State arrived in Kyiv.
One should not be surprised at the junta’s almost manic desire to shed blood. It is enough to remember who their teachers are, and the surprise will melt.
Almost 95 years ago, on April 13, 1919, the British Empire committed one of its bloody crimes.
Today, when the world media is completely controlled by the Anglo-Saxons, they practically do not talk or write about this.
And this is what happened. India was a British colony until 1949. Today Ukraine is actually a US colony.
On April 10, 1919, there were riots in the Punjab state of India, which were caused by the arrest of the great humanist and great son of India, the author of the idea of nonviolent resistance, Mahatma Gandhi. The British assigned General Dyer to restore order. He decided to act for sure. And he actually staged a provocation. “Early in the morning, his provocateurs appeared in the city, calling on people to gather for a rally, allegedly organized by the Indian National Congress party. In the same morning hours, a herald walked through Amritsar and, to the beat of a drum, read out several times the order for the immediate introduction of martial law and the ban on all demonstrations and meetings. In the commotion, few heard the herald, and no one believed him.”[43]
This happened on April 13, 1919, in the center of the Indian city of Amritsar. On the eve of the Baisakhi holiday, a crowd of unarmed people gathered on the ruins of the Jalianwala Bagh city park, surrounded by high walls. To express your protest. And many - to have fun and celebrate. According to various estimates, there were from 10 to 20 thousand people.
The first thing they did was pass a resolution of allegiance to the British monarchy.
What happened next remained in history as the “Jalianwala Bagh shooting” or the “Amritsar massacre”.
English troops entered the park, positioned themselves on a hill, surrounding people who had no way out - they were like in a mousetrap. British General Dyer gave the order to open fire. Without warning. In ten minutes, 1650 shots were fired. Rifle. Nobody counted the machine guns.
379 people were killed, 1137 wounded. This is according to the book of the French writer Christina Jordis “Mahatma Gandhi” (M.: Young Guard, 2013. P. 152.).
The Soviet encyclopedia writes differently: “About a thousand people were killed and about twice as many were wounded.”
What is characteristic of Anglo-Saxon “handwriting”? Setting one part of the people against another. Thanks to this, a few British ruled over hundreds of millions of Indians. The Anglo-Saxons used their experience of “dividing” nations more than once in history. India and Pakistan. Cyprus is northern and simply Cyprus. Two Irelands and so on.
Today they are trying to divide the Russian world, Russian civilization, and the Russian people.
Please note - all fascist militants and all politicians in Ukraine speak Russian perfectly. But at the same time, as usual, they insist that they are a different people...
In the detachment of General Reginald Edward Dyer, who carried out the bloody massacre... there was not a single Briton and not a single representative of the nationalities inhabiting Amritsar and the surrounding area.
And one last question that is worth asking. What did they do to General Dyer, who gave the criminal order?
“As a result of the investigation, the House of Commons found Brigadier General Reginald Edward Dyer, who carried out the shooting of a rally in the Indian city of Amritsar, guilty of unjustified and excessive use of force and recommended that Secretary of War Winston Churchill dismiss the general.”[44]
Churchill actually sent the murderous general into retirement with his pension cut in half. But for his sake, a “committee” was created, to which the military allegedly transferred a colossal sum of 26,317 pounds sterling.
So the killer was not short of money. How he felt no remorse. Everything is like today for those who give orders to use the army against their people in Ukraine.
After all, after their career, hospitable London awaits them...
Without conscience and honor
05/03/2014
The current Kyiv rulers and those who replace them have neither conscience nor honor.
And this is clearly demonstrated by the Odessa tragedy. Nazi militants from the Right Sector with their aggressive actions forced people to take refuge in the Trade Unions house. Then they set the building on fire and did not allow firefighters to extinguish it. The result is about 40 burned and suffocated Odessa residents.
What do the main “presidential candidates of Ukraine” say about what happened?
1. “Ukrainian presidential candidate Petro Poroshenko is convinced that the Odessa tragedy is part of the plan of the Russian Federation and Russian special services to destabilize the situation and split Ukraine, his press service reports.
Poroshenko expressed sincere condolences to all the relatives and friends of those killed in Odessa and Ukraine. “The death of people lies on the conscience of foreign puppet masters, who for several months have been directing, sponsoring and staging pseudo-separatist movements, attacking and terrorizing real patriots of Odessa and patriots of Ukraine in other regions,” he emphasized.”[45].
2. “Presidential candidate Yulia Tymoshenko arrived in Odessa, where she plans to visit the victims of the clashes on May 2. The website of the Batkivshchyna party reports this.
“Late Friday evening, presidential candidate Yulia Tymoshenko arrived in Odessa, where she plans to visit those who suffered during a terrorist attack in the city organized by the Kremlin’s intelligence services,” the message says. “Tymoshenko intends to provide support to the families of the victims who defended Odessa from the separatists,” the website reports.
Russia is to blame. They always blame Russia for everything.
Was it Russia that forced the “patriots of Ukraine” to make Molotov cocktails and throw them at the building? Did Russia interfere with the rescue of people? Did Russia force the police not to interfere and actually leave the house of the Trade Unions, leaving the Nazis to finish off people fleeing the fire and smoke?
How many of the four dozen dead belong to Right Sector militants and football fans who jointly carried out the burning of people?
And how many of those killed with firearms, burned and suffocated were those who were and are against Bandera and wear St. George’s ribbons?
Will those who threw Molotov cocktails into the house where people are located, as a result of which they died, be punished, or will we again hear talk that Russia is to blame for everything?
You can ask a lot of questions, but there will be no answers to them.
Blatant lies - this is the political credo of the main candidates in the Ukrainian elections. In such conditions and such people it is simply dangerous to choose.
Life threatening.
If you want to make a revolution, choose a country that you don’t mind
05/05/2014
I bring to your attention my interview with the Komsomolskaya Pravda newspaper, dedicated to the events in Ukraine.[46]
It feels like they are not telling us something: as if deposits of untold oil or diamond wealth were discovered under the territory called Ukraine - such a battle is going on for it...
What's happening? And can it really be that “an outpost of the struggle against Russia,” as we are accustomed to calling it, could cost so many human lives? And why does such a scenario play out almost without remarks from century to century?
A conversation with the writer, co-chairman of the “Great Fatherland Party” (GF) Nikolai Starikov, was about this.
Of the three prizes, two remain
— Judging by what is happening, Nikolay, real Russian people really live in the South-East of Ukraine. They harness for a long time, but they go quickly...
“Today’s events show how correct the actions of the Crimeans were. After all, if it weren’t for the referendum, the same thing would have happened in Crimea. Maybe even to a greater extent, because the junta would throw its elite units there - there is a much larger percentage of those who do not want to support the illegitimate Kyiv government. Looking at Crimea, the people of the South-East want the same peace. There is a real popular uprising going on there. Miners have no time to deal with nonsense like politics - they have night shifts and slaughter. But what is happening in Kyiv “gets” them not only politically and morally, but also economically. The hryvnia has almost halved in a month, gas prices have risen one and a half times, and the retirement age will increase. And this current government does not offer anything good, except how to finance the army with text messages... These are political clowns, only bloody clowns, ready to shed blood. That's why people demand federalization.
— Don’t they idealize this concept?
- No. What is federalization? The ability to solve a number of issues that are key today. People are forced to speak Ukrainian - please, the region decides on two languages, Ukrainian and Russian. Or three - if we are talking about Transcarpathia. Next: economic issues. The region earned money and kept it for itself - what’s wrong with that? Gas price: if today Russia does not want (and this is fair) to financially support the anti-Russian, pro-American, fascist regime in Kyiv, then we will be able to subsidize the Donetsk or Lugansk region by reducing the price by concluding a separate agreement with a specific region.
Now the answer to the question, what does the West need? Chaos. Civil war, bloodshed, destabilization, destruction of the Ukrainian economy. They want it to be bad there. This is important to understand.
— That is, the West does not lay claim to Ukrainian blast furnaces and coal deposits?
“He needs these blast furnaces not to go to Russia.” Here are three Ukrainian “prizes”: the first is a fleet base in Crimea. The task of the new illegitimate government was to squeeze Russia out of Crimea and transfer this base into the hands of the Americans. It didn’t work out, this prize is already in good hands. Two left. Pipe is a gas pipeline that runs through the territory of Ukraine to the West. Here they are trying to blackmail us, promising to replace Russian gas in Europe with American shale or Norwegian gas. Nothing will work out - Russian gas supplies cannot be compensated for by anything, you need to invest 200 billion euros or build a huge tanker fleet to carry liquefied gas from the USA. That is, in the near future, only plane trees and chestnuts can be cut down in Paris and heated with wood. Finally, the third prize, for which there is now an active struggle, is industrial areas. It is the residents of the South-East who can decide the fate of Ukraine.
All repeats
- Let's remember why the Russians ended up outside the Motherland in the first place?
— There is a person on our planet to whom you can ask this question, he is alive: this is Mikhail Sergeevich Gorbachev. So we need to ask him how it happened that a single people, which consists of Russians, Ukrainians, Belarusians and many other peoples who together made up the Soviet Union, suddenly found itself divided by state borders? You, Mikhail Sergeevich, told us about freedom of speech and perestroika. And look how it all ends...
We will not retell the well-known truths that Ukraine as a state practically did not exist before 1991 and that Kyiv is the cradle of the Russian state. Centuries passed, the center of gravity moved to Moscow. And the western regions, inhabited by our own people, came under the Poles, the Principality of Lithuania, the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth, and then partially under the control of the Austro-Hungarian Empire. The last regions, which today are inhabited by the most “Ukrainian Ukrainians”, became part of the Soviet Union already in 1939 and after the end of the Great Patriotic War and the Second World War.
Within the framework of the Soviet Union, all this was not so important - Ukraine, not Ukraine... But when Gorbachev destroyed the Soviet Union, it turned out that it was already a different country. And the West began to do what it always does: it takes a single people, divides them according to some principle, and then pits them against each other. Great Britain, leaving India in 1949, created two states in the same way - India and Pakistan, dividing them along religious lines. In our case, the division took place along the administrative borders of the Soviet Union. And today the most important idea that Western and Ukrainian propaganda is trying to instill in the people of Ukraine is: “you are not Russians. Russia is your main enemy." All repeats.
- Listen, but the Belovezhskaya agreements were signed not by Gorbachev, but by Yeltsin. Why don't your arrows fly towards him?
— Three traitors, including Yeltsin, gathered, without any grounds for this, in Belovezhskaya Pushcha, signed a legally void agreement and announced the collapse of the Soviet Union. What should the President of the Soviet Union have done? To say: you are putschists, we will arrest you, and everything that you signed there means nothing! What did Gorbachev do? He said: excuse me, I am resigning... And forced the Supreme Council of the Soviet Union (again, in violation of the Soviet Constitution - this should have been done by the congress) to dissolve the USSR. One violation after another. Yeltsin is no less guilty than Gorbachev.
But if we are talking about historical parallels, I would like to throw in another idea. Look how similar everything is: February 1917 and February 2014. Everything is the same: “freedom” defeated statehood, common sense, economics and human lives. It all ended in a colossal civil war, which largely took place on the territory of Ukraine. Why was there all this chaos? Because at that moment there was no stabilizing factor. In 1917, Russia disappeared and was destroyed. And today they destroyed Ukraine, but there is Russia, and therefore you cannot freely shed blood and freely lie. And the West, as in February 1917, supports those who carried out the coup, sponsors the civil war and gives money to the White Czechs... Only now there is Russia. Therefore, the task of the West today becomes almost impossible.
Russian spring
- What should we do? By closing your eyes and gritting your teeth, comply with international standards?
— Troops cannot be sent to Ukraine. The West only sleeps and sees in order to make us out to be the aggressor. The Ukrainian people must deal with their putschists themselves. I'm afraid that now events there will move with kaleidoscopic speed. We stated that if complete chaos breaks out in Ukraine, we will give our president the opportunity to restore order there. This phrase alone has already kept many hotheads from bloodshed. But the West continues to put pressure on its puppets, and they are trying in every possible way to kill their own people in order to provoke Russia.
You cannot give a damn about the norms of international law, because this is the only thing that today restrains humanity from large-scale military conflicts. Our “geopolitical friends” are just about to dismantle the remnants of international law. Quite recently, if you remember, they bombed states without any UN resolutions whatsoever. Today they can be kept from this, at least in Syria. But let's remember our hockey match with the Americans at the Sochi Olympics. The goalkeeper moved the goal back a little - the goal was scored, but the referee did not count it. That is, the main one in the game is the judge, and the West is constantly taking this role for itself. They will evaluate the actions. Therefore, in a complex geopolitical game, we must not forget that the West is both a rival and a judge. The judging will always be against us. Therefore we must be extremely careful. But experience suggests: if we do something in our interests, the West will always be against it.
— You were in Crimea on the day of the referendum, March 16? Which of the emotions you experienced there will you forever write down on your memory card?
- Feeling of togetherness. It was probably the biggest holiday I have felt in my life. I was happy that I was Russian, that a huge number of people admire my country, that they really want to be its citizens and are about to become. This was the victory that we had been missing for a very long time. There is one lesson to be learned from this whole story. We've only been losing territory lately. And now we have finally moved in the opposite direction. The Russian spring begins to unwind. Slowly, surely, in accordance with the mentality of our civilization, which is not at all aggressive. That’s when peaceful people, as in Donetsk, are driven to extremes, and they begin to drive tanks across the field.
Kaleidoscope squared
- How long can all this continue? The Ukrainian police and army either shoot at their own people or go over to the side of the people. Will Kyiv stop in its actions or, on the contrary, will aggression against its own people only intensify?
— I will give historical parallels. When Napoleon landed on French territory, he had literally a hundred people with him. The troops sent by the king went over to the side of the emperor. And then Napoleon sent a letter to him: dear brother, send more troops, they are all coming to me... The conclusion from this is very simple: the bearer of power is the people. If the people don’t want power, it won’t hold on. Napoleon represented what the French wanted at that moment. But the king did not personify anything, that’s why he ran away.
And Kerensky also fled, abandoning the Provisional Government, in the car of the American consul. He left supposedly for the troops, but never returned. The talk about him running away in a woman’s dress is, of course, Bolshevik mythology. But today’s Kyiv comrades would do well to read his memoirs: since history always repeats itself like a farce, in this case I do not rule out their escape in women’s dresses.
— News from Ukraine is falling like peas, but 80 percent of them turn out to be fakes. We have probably never seen such a waterfall of fakes in any information war. What's going on, do you have any version?
— A 24-hour working day has been introduced at the American base in Bahrain... Comrades work 24 hours a day, denouncing the “bloody regime” and supporting “democracy in Ukraine.” Hence the number of fakes. The already classic phrase: “I am Crimean, the daughter of an officer” was written, as it turned out, by American comrades from Bahrain. Information warfare is a very important component of modern warfare. Do not be surprised that these fakes will appear again and again. Therefore, we must try to put emotions aside. And in addition to outright lies, there will also be simply attempts to distort the essence of what is happening. For example, when talking about the tragedy in Odessa, where dozens of people burned and suffocated in smoke, “independent” Western and Ukrainian media will talk about the victims. But they won’t explain who burned whom alive in the building. No mention is made of the Nazis from the Right Sector. They will write: clashes occurred between pro-Russian activists and football fans. So many people died...
- Okay, without emotions: what is more profitable for us - to accept the south-eastern regions into Russia or to preserve Ukraine within its current borders?
— Russia needs a united and indivisible Ukraine, prosperous, without tanks on the streets. But the fact is that those who play on the other side of the chessboard, who control these junta puppets with not very smart faces, need chaos. And if, “at the request” of the United States, they took a course towards the collapse of their own country, then it is very difficult to counteract this. Remember the words of Bismarck: if you want to make a revolution, then choose a country that you do not feel sorry for... There is irony in the words of the iron chancellor, but in fact, our geopolitical opponents are simply destroying states that it is profitable for them to destroy. The Russian Empire in 1917 - because it was a competitor. Venezuela, Iraq and Iran - to control oil fields. Ukraine - to squeeze the Russian fleet out of the Black Sea and unleash chaos on Russian territory.
— Has the situation worsened sharply in recent days? What will happen to Ukraine next?
— Forecasts are the business of fortune tellers, especially when it comes to human lives. The tragedy in Odessa clearly showed everyone in Ukraine what will happen in their cities if people cannot protect themselves. There is no longer a state in Ukraine. There are scraps of it in different areas - military, law enforcement, economic. But there is no state - those who carried out the coup in February 2014 deliberately dismantled it. The terrible lesson of recent weeks is this: in Slavyansk people armed themselves and lost several people, in Odessa they were unarmed, and therefore dozens of people were brutally killed. After this, civil confrontation can only intensify, and it is almost impossible to force the Southeast to disarm.
There is another point that I would like to draw attention to: during the entire three months of the confrontation, about a hundred people died on the Maidan, and the West shouted that this was a crime for which President Yanukovych was personally to blame. In Odessa, in one day, fifty civilians, unarmed, died, who did not attack police officers and did not try to seize buildings. The reaction is zero. Where are the human rights defenders? Where are the sanctions? Where is the noise? Imagine if something like this happened in Libya or Syria - who would the US blame? The leader of the country, the government. But in the case when American puppets and direct agents are in power in Kyiv, Washington does not notice anything.
Odessa - extreme atrocities were needed
05/09/2014
On the evening of May 8, I was again invited to appear on the air of the Russian News Service radio station. The program discussed almost entirely the situation in Ukraine. Here is an excerpt from this program.
I. Izmailov: Yesterday’s statement by Vladimir Putin. The head of state proposed postponing the referendum in the Donetsk and Lugansk regions. Today we see that they did not reschedule. Why was this statement made?
N. Starikov: This is an excellent start to negotiations. Russia is ready to influence those who listen carefully to its point of view. If today Kiev is again talking about continuing the counter-terrorism operation, then in Donetsk and Lugansk they are saying that then we will not postpone the referendum. Now information will change very quickly. I do not rule out that colleagues in Donetsk and Lugansk will listen to the president’s opinion. But if the situation changes, they may remain with their point of view. This is difficult for the average person to understand because we are all emotionally affected by what is happening. Our president said: “What happened in Odessa makes your blood run cold.” But you and I must understand that what happened in Odessa, what is happening in Slavyansk, are all specially organized chess moves, behind which our geopolitical enemy stands. He needed to organize a massacre in Odessa, he needed it to be done in the most brutal way, because they want to provoke Russia into sending in troops.
A few facts from this terrible Odessa tragedy. You can organize some kind of fight between people, shooting. People become uncontrollable. People ran into this building. A crowd of heated right-wing fans. Let's say. But in the building, someone strangled a pregnant woman with a cord. Can you imagine an angry football fan strangling a pregnant woman in a building? This is impossible. They can kill each other, someone else, but strangle a pregnant woman with a cord? Why was this necessary? Some extreme atrocities were needed. Specifically, people who had been told in advance that they had to commit atrocities had already entered there. What is it for? So that the citizens of Russia, in horror, demand the deployment of troops there, and the Russian authorities could no longer somehow resist public opinion in this situation. It is difficult to find another explanation for this. People were driven into a mousetrap. These provocateurs were sitting on the roof with red tape. Now the footage is showing everything. They entered through the side door, broke down the door, and killed people. Why didn't the police intervene? Because it was necessary to kill.
I. Izmailov: Who is the customer?
N. Starikov: Of course, Americans.
I. Izmailov: Performer. These are the teenagers, the girls who prepared Molotov cocktails.
N. Starikov: There were people who went there to commit atrocities and went to administer, as they understood, some kind of justice. Why did they take cameramen with them? Because this process is impossible to organize. The operators were on one floor, and the most important atrocities took place where there were no operators. What happened there is so creepy and so murky that I’m afraid that you and I will find out the truth in fifty years, and maybe even never, because the Kiev authorities, of course, are not interested in this, but no one asks them . There are very serious Western forces behind it, which, of course, will not allow the truth to be made public now.
I. Izmailov: So the perpetrators are special people who know how to commit such atrocities?
N. Starikov: Either they know how, or they can. I don't know. Perhaps something very bad will happen to them from their point of view, but from the point of view of the higher mind, probably fair, as with Sashko Bilym. Please note that in Ukraine everything is happening very strangely. Sashko Bily shot himself twice while his hands were handcuffed behind his back. Then they say that people in this building self-immolated. There are already images showing that there is no fire there, they are breaking out gunshots. To complete the picture, one statement is missing - to say that the mayor of Kharkov also shot himself with a sniper rifle.
M. Izmailov: They are already laughing and saying...[47]
Tragedy in Odessa and the history of provocation
05/12/2014
The history of provocations has its own history, comparable to the history of mankind. One of the first provocations known to us was the story of the Trojan Horse. After all, what provocation is is the creation of a certain illusion in someone, which pushes someone to take certain actions. Or to certain assessments of events, that is, misleading him. So the Greeks created the illusion among the Trojans that they had sailed away and left a “trophy” for the inhabitants of the city.
The tragedy in Odessa, where provocation was used in full force, is a striking example of the use of such technologies.
Let's remember examples of other provocations that were used to achieve certain political goals. Then the essence of what happened in Odessa will become clear to us.
The most famous recent provocation in terms of scale and consequences is the terrorist attacks in the United States on September 11, 2001. The point is simple - the US intelligence services themselves blew up buildings in America in order to get a pretext for invading anywhere in the world to fight “international terrorism.” With the Al-Qaeda organization. And they “fought” it for about 10 years. So far, the scenario of American actions has not changed - and now the CIA and al-Qaeda are fighting together against the “bloody regime of Bashar Assad.” Do you think you fought each other before? No. The CIA paid, al-Qaeda blew up the bomb where it was told, and did what it was ordered...
Kyiv - February 2014. Viktor Yanukovych did not give the order to shoot at people and militants. Then the CIA and its puppets in Kyiv staged shootings by “unknown snipers” in order to obtain the corpses of “revolutionaries.” And the reason for the overthrow of Yanukovych. The same scheme was used in Tunisia, Yemen, Egypt, Libya, Syria, and Moscow in 1993.
Syria - 2013. Failed provocation. To gain a pretext for invading Syria, US intelligence agencies used chemical weapons through militants and carried out mass executions of civilians in the hope of shifting the blame to the Syrian government. Nothing came of it thanks to Russian policy.
Berlin - February 27, 1933. That evening, a fire broke out in the German parliament building - the Reichstag. The police arrived and detained the Dutch communist Marinus Vann der Lubbe, 24 years old. Other communists were blamed for the arson, and it was used by the Nazis to launch reprisals and ban political opponents. The very next day after the arson, on February 28, German President Paul von Hindenburg, at Hitler’s suggestion, signed the emergency law “On the Protection of the People and the State,” which gave Hitler and the Nazis such opportunities. The fact that they could not prove anything did not bother the fascists. The trial of the head of the Bulgarian communists, Georgi Dimitrov, failed, and he was forced to be released. The strange “communist” Van der Lubbe behaved inappropriately at the trial and was sentenced to death, which in Germany was carried out through guillotine. Hitler's hands were untied, and repression began. Despite the fact that the repressions were carried out strictly according to the law.
German-Polish border, August 1939. Hitler created the reason for the attack on Poland through provocation. A group of SS men dressed in Polish uniforms and broke into the German border town of Gleiwitz. There they occupied a radio station, went on air and started shooting, after which they disappeared, leaving several corpses in Polish military uniforms at the scene.
Narva - 1704. In general, dressing in the enemy's uniform is a fairly common military trick. In particular, it was used by the Russian army when it tried to take Narva for the second time. The fact that the Swedes defeated our army there for the first time in 1700 is known much more widely than events that were more successful for Russia. And this is what happened - Narva did not give up again. And then Menshikov suggested a trick. The fact is that both the Swedes and the Russians knew that a Swedish detachment could approach the fortress and hit our army in the rear. So Menshikov dressed two dragoon and two infantry regiments in Swedish uniforms and, with their help, simulated an attack on Russian troops. The delighted commandant of the fortress immediately withdrew the garrison to defeat the Russians from both sides. And he was deceived and captured.
So, those who prepared the bloody provocation in Odessa made a hellish combination of various historical examples.
The goal of the Odessa provocation is to kill masses of people in a brutal way and provoke Russia to send troops. People opposing the junta.
For this:
1. Football fans and Right Sector activists, other nationalists in disguise, and national guard soldiers are brought into the city.
2. Some of the militants are dressed up as “supporters of federalization”, wrapping their hands with red tape and wearing St. George ribbons.
3. A small group of provocateurs attack the marching fans and nationalists and start a fight. Then he retreats under police cover, using firearms.
4. Several dead and wounded fans and nationalists remain on the street. Their comrades saw that the fire was carried out by people with St. George ribbons and red tape.
5. Angry fans and nationalists begin to attack the police and people with red tape, who quickly disappear. The police are also leaving. Militants and fans begin beating (and killing) anyone they suspect of using weapons. Nationalists also use firearms.
6. It is easy to lead an incited crowd to the camp on the Kulikovo Field, where “people with red tape” allegedly fled.
7. A threatening crowd moving towards the camp of those opposing the junta forces those who were there (mostly women and elderly people) to seek salvation. The ideal refuge is the House of Trade Unions. You can control the entrance to it and hold the defense, while numerical superiority does not matter.
8. In fact, this is a trap. “People with red tape” sat down on the roof of the building in advance so that fans and nationalists would not doubt WHO was supposedly in the House.
9. People run into the building, and provocateurs on the roof begin to throw Molotov cocktails into the crowd. There is only one point in such actions - to provoke the militants to start throwing bottles at the building. Which is exactly what happens.
10. At the same time, a crowd of militants breaks into the building. Probably, there were also groups of killer-liquidators present there who had gone there in advance. To strangle a pregnant woman - who is capable of such a thing? Murders and atrocities begin.
11. What is worth paying attention to is that the rage of PART of those who surrounded the house was caused precisely by the fact that they were attacked by “people with red tape”, and several of their comrades were wounded and even killed with firearms. Many who escaped from the building said that when they were beaten by nationalists and fans, they asked “if they were the ones who shot.” And they even looked to see if there were calluses on the fingers from the trigger. Thus, football fans were used as cannon fodder. And then they set it on those who were at the House of Trade Unions.
12. The killers in the building acted in cold blood and were aware of what was happening. Their task is to kill as many people as possible. Hence such strange things as a strangled woman and partially burnt corpses of people who were deliberately killed and burned. Hence the strange gas that killed people. Either ammonia or a toxic substance.
13. In and around the building there were fans seeking revenge and cold-blooded nationalist killers at the same time. Only this can explain that many escaped from the building, and even helped some. And dozens of people were beaten to death by falling from a window and killed in the most brutal manner inside the building.
14. What definitely didn’t happen was a coincidence. This tragedy was carefully prepared. But there are still many dark spots in it.
One thing is for sure - all provocations sooner or later become public. This is the first. Secondly, only the defeat of the organizers of the provocation helps to thoroughly reveal what happened. As in the situation with the Nazis. Therefore, the junta will stand until the end...
Chapter 5 Aggressive Policy - Made in the USA
US aggressive policy
03/12/2014
On March 5, I gave a lecture to Moscow youth about the aggressive policy of the United States. Educational TV has kindly prepared a text version of the lecture.[48]
N. Starikov: Good afternoon, dear colleagues. Today we have another lecture dedicated to issues of politics, geopolitics and economics. Today I would like to talk to you about the military conflicts that our American and other American partners have organized in recent times. Because you and I still live in such a very saturated information space, and most young people remember those wars that took place in their memory, and even then, probably, some have already forgotten. And they don’t remember the military conflicts that happened a little earlier. Therefore, I think that we should, of course, not remember all American wars. Because this will take us our lives, they have started so many wars. But pay attention to some recent military conflicts, their peculiarities, and remember what formal reasons the Americans used for this. Because you see that today, when the situation around Ukraine is so painful, they are starting to use double, triple, maybe even quadruple standards. They say that Russia is behaving somehow wrong, but they have never behaved this way. Let's remember how they really behaved.
I propose to take as a starting point the conflict that those present in the room do not remember very well. Therefore, I would like to ask you a question first. What do you know, dear ones, about the American invasion of Panama?
Answer: We haven’t heard.
N. Starikov: We didn’t even hear. Then we will go a little deeper into history to understand why the Americans invaded this country. This is a very small country that has a lot of value. The fact is that, as is known, the Panama Canal passes through the territory of Panama, which connects two oceans. It may be even more important than the Suez Canal. Because otherwise the fleet needs to sail across the entire American continent. And here you can walk along the isthmus. You understand that this is not only a strategic military issue, but also an economic one. So, I would like to recall the history of the construction of the Panama Canal, in a nutshell.
The United States of America did one very clever thing when the Panama Canal was built. The fact is that before this state called Panama never existed. The Panama Canal passed through the territory of a state called Colombia. And now there is such a state. True, it has a bad reputation: the production of drugs and the guerrillas, who seem to be fighting the production of these drugs, on the one hand, and on the other hand, they are engaged in the production of drugs in order to buy weapons and fight against the United States of America. That is a vicious circle. And it was precisely on charges of selling weapons to this group called the FARC that the Americans illegally captured Viktor Bout, our citizen, convicted him completely illegally and gave him twenty-five years. He is still in an American prison, and, unfortunately, there is no way to get him out of there.
Since the Panama Canal is a strategic asset, it had to be taken away from the Panamanian people. And here the Americans made such a classic move from today’s perspective. In Colombia, suddenly in one of the provinces a movement arose for the separation of this province from Colombia. As you understand, it was in this part of the country that the Panama Canal passed through. And then the desperate residents of part of Panama demanded the creation of an independent state. And of course, the United States of America helped them in this, supported them, and put pressure on Colombia. As a result, the state of Panama emerged, through whose territory the Panama Canal passed. Colombia was left without a canal.
The next step was an agreement between the United States and Panama, according to which the Americans received a lease of the canal zone for a very small amount and for a very long period. That is, in fact, the Panama Canal, which passes through the territory of Panama, has a certain extraterritoriality and is controlled by the Americans. And then government officials appeared in Panama who began to question the need for such arithmetic, which was unfavorable for Panama. That is, people appeared who began to say during the elections that the Panama Canal should come under the control of the United States of America. I’ll be honest, I don’t remember now the name of the person who ran for president and who put forward such ideas.
But after some time, all Latin American presidents who tried to defend the interests of their states always died in the history of Latin America. You can take almost any country in Latin America and you will see such amazing facts. Nothing has changed regarding the President of Panama. He also died. They died in different ways. The last president, Venezuelan President Hugo Chavez, as you know, died of cancer. But an amazing thing is that a whole galaxy of precisely anti-American presidents of various Latin American states fell ill with cancer in a very short period of time. Agree, this is a very strange situation. Probability theory tells us that we need to take a closer look. That is, many say that Americans have technology by which they can infect people with cancer. And as a matter of fact, Hugo Chavez, in fact, until his death, blamed the United States of America for his illness. I think that this was not solely his speculation.
In a word, the United States is closely watching Panama, and when they felt that the Panama Canal could elude them, and at that moment a certain General Noriega ruled there, who, by the way, was a CIA agent who seemed to be selling drugs at the request of the Americans. The Americans landed a small military contingent there. It was a funny operation. You understand that the Panamanian army is a myth, it does not exist. They occupied Panama, captured this general, who was their agent, took him to the United States of America, and gave him a prison sentence. This is a small American invasion.
Next came the invasion of a country called Grenada. Twelve US Marines died during this invasion, and a monument is now erected to them. I think that they simply drowned when they jumped out of the ships, because no serious resistance could be given to them by any Grenada.
Let's move on to a more familiar time for us, from which point we can start counting. Let's start the countdown with the United States invasion of Iraq. The so-called “Desert Storm”. It began even before the destruction of the Soviet Union by Gorbachev, but at that moment when the Soviet Union had already actually entered the wake of the policy of the United States of America, and it had nothing against any military operations of the United States. This means that in order to understand the whole situation, you need to remember the following things.
Iraq is located in one of the most oil-bearing areas in the world. Nearby are Saudi Arabia, Kuwait, Qatar, that is, to quote from a Soviet film, this is a health resort, a granary and a forge. This is the place where oil and large reserves of oil are extracted, where gas and large reserves of gas are extracted. This territory needs to be controlled.
In order to control some territory, what does a racketeer usually do? The racketeer creates problems in order to then sell their solution at a high price. Maybe you don’t remember how this was done in the dashing nineties. Guys come and say: “You have problems. We can help solve them." If a person doesn’t understand, then real problems are created for him: his restaurant was set on fire, or hooligans smashed his car, or he himself was beaten. But as soon as he comes to an agreement with the racketeers, lo and behold, they magically stop beating him, they stop setting him on fire, but he has to pay money for this. The situation is approximately the same for control over oil reserves. That is, you need to create some kind of threat in this region in order to sell your protection and security dearly.
Imagine: oil monarchs, nothing happens, there is a lot of money and they can pursue some kind of independent policy. And they must guide the dependent. To do this, they must launch American bases on their territory. And therefore, the Americans are engaged in a very long struggle for influence in this region. This struggle did not begin in the nineties. It started much earlier. It began at the beginning of the twentieth century, and then the struggle was for control of Iran.
We will not analyze all the steps of this big game; we will start with the Iranian revolution. In 1979, a revolution occurred in Iran. Why we started with this, you will now understand. In 1979, the Americans created a big problem for themselves with their own money. At that moment, the Shah ruled Iran. It was a secular regime, in general, a rather unique regime. He was quite totalitarian. It was also a monarchy. There was a very serious and very tough security service, which, by the way, was brought up by the Americans. But, as they say, the Shah wanted a lot. It was necessary to carry out a certain modernization of this regime for a very simple reason.
The fact is that the Soviet Union sent troops to Afghanistan in 1979. Do you see how one event clings to another? And the Americans needed to use someone else’s hands to fight our army in Afghanistan. They didn’t come up with anything better for this than the Islamic factor. But the secular regime in Iran had to be replaced by a more religious one, which would actively begin to intervene in events in Afghanistan, and, together with the Pakistanis, finance, arm and conduct direct clashes with the Soviet army. Therefore, the Americans are organizing a kind of Arab spring in Iran. But the situation is very sad for them. Events get out of control, a real revolution results, as a result of which, if you remember, hostages are taken at the American embassy and Americans are generally pushed out of Iran. That is, it turns out that they themselves, with their own money, paid for their own expulsion from a country that has significant oil reserves. Agree, it's a shame. This is why they still hate Iran so much.
But the Americans are immediately trying to take revenge. They are trying to get the hostages back. There was a special operation, the helicopters were flying, they broke down, nothing worked, they crashed. In short, the Americans have disgraced themselves. This marked the end of President Carter's political career. President Reagan came in the next election. But the Americans did not give up their desire to punish Iran. And then in Iraq they help to come to power. And Iraq was ruled by the military, a certain party, the Ba'ath party.
Another small one, I would even say, not a coup, but a revolution, and they bring their agent named Saddam Hussein to power. He comes to power, lo and behold, in the same seventy-ninth, almost in the eightieth year. And in the same year of 1980, under a far-fetched pretext, he immediately started a war with Iran. This war lasted ten years - from 1980 to 1990. More than a million people died. That is, for these states this is a very serious war. At the same time, Saddam Hussein used chemical weapons against the Iranian army. He will eventually be hanged, as you know, for using chemical weapons against civilians. But even then he used chemical weapons, and the world community did not draw any conclusions from this.
The world situation at that time was very interesting. Since Iran, although having expelled the Americans, began to oppose the Soviet Union in Afghanistan, then when the war began between pro-American Iraq and independent Iran, not only the Americans supplied weapons to Saddam Hussein and gave him money, but the Soviet Union also supplied him with weapons, because we It was also necessary for him to punish Iran and weaken it, and accordingly Iran weakened its assistance to the Mujahideen who were in Afghanistan. That is, the interests of the Soviet Union and America coincided for a short period of time. Very interesting.
Ten years of war, colossal losses. The reason for the war - ownership of oil fields - is a classic. The country is bleeding, both Iran and Iraq. The war ends in a draw. And then, naturally, Saddam Hussein comes to his American masters with a simple question: “Guys, I fought for you for ten years, I need to somehow reward myself.” Well, not yourself, but Iraq. They tell him: “Please, you can annex Kuwait.” Kuwait is an oil fields, small country, there is actually no army. But there are historical reasons. Because this entire Middle Eastern zone is a zone where the borders do not have any historical roots. After the Second World War, they were all cut up by the British completely arbitrarily. There are no deep historical roots. Both Iraq and Kuwait were once one country. Therefore, there are historical reasons.
This means that the Americans give the go-ahead to Saddam Hussein. Saddam Hussein sends his troops into Iraq, realizing that nothing will happen to him for this. But the Americans need to create the very problem that we talked about. And so they use Saddam's troop entry as a pretext to invade the region. That is, roughly speaking, they are scamming him. They scam people like thimble makers scam people on the street. Send in troops and nothing will happen to you.
He enters. They begin to attack him and demand. What's interesting here? He, realizing where he was being dragged, began to declare that he was ready to withdraw troops from Iraq. They refused to talk to him and immediately began the military operation Desert Storm. Because the task was to create a military conflict and create problems for surrounding states.
By the way, during the Iraqi-Iranian war there was generally great tension in this region, because very often military aircraft and military operations interfered with the passage of tankers, and aircraft bombed tankers. That is, there were constant clashes of some kind, and this region was very turbulent. It was at this moment that the Americans established a large number of their bases there in order to cover, for example, Saudi Arabia from the military conflict between Iraq and Iran. That is, they themselves created the problem and, under this guise, got into this region themselves.
But they needed more from Saddam Hussein. They needed to organize a demonstrative flogging and generally escalate the situation in this region. But having created a problem, it cannot be completely solved. This is an important understanding that will help us not to be surprised that the Americans did not finish off Saddam at that time.
What happened? Saddam Hussein realized that he would be punished, and an agreement was reached with him. This is also an important point. They agreed with him once again that the Americans would bomb his army. He will put her in danger. For this he will not be deprived of power, and the Americans will not enter Iraq. What happens next? The Americans, the British, this entire so-called coalition begins to hammer the Iraqi army located in Kuwait, they hit with impunity, it actually does not resist. In my opinion, this coalition suffered meager losses, or none at all. Iraq has very heavy losses. They go, go, go, there is no resistance. The Iraqi army is demoralized.
At this moment, the Shiites, the Shiite minority of Iraq, and the Kurds, who do not understand the larger geopolitics, begin an uprising. Because what does the situation look like for them? Now the American liberators will come and free us from the bloody regime of Saddam. They don't know what they agreed with Saddam. These are rebelling. Saddam Hussein uses chemical weapons to quickly end this war. Why is he not afraid to use chemical weapons at that moment? Because he has already agreed with the Americans, and he knows that now they will not notice it. Although, you understand that giving such a reason is simply a gift for the Americans.
For comparison, remember the situation with Syria. Imagine, the Americans dream of bombing Syria, and at this moment Bashar al-Assad actually uses chemical weapons against the rebels. This is a gift to America. Really, a gift? For some reason, Saddam Hussein was not afraid. The Kurdish rebellion was suppressed. The Shiite rebellion was suppressed. In both cases, chemical weapons were used against militants, probably too, but the civilian population suffered greatly as well. The Americans do not go inside Iraq, the war ends, sanctions are imposed against Iraq. The sanctions are very interesting. They were called "Oil for Food." That is, Iraq was prohibited from supplying oil to the world market.
But the Americans are kind people, so the UN agreed that Iraq can carry out humanitarian supplies. Because it is necessary to bring medicine, for example, to Iraq, some important things that Iraq itself does not produce, and this can only be bought for foreign currency. This means that Iraq must be given the opportunity to sell oil and receive foreign currency. But here everything is done more cunningly. Iraq ships oil to certain international intermediaries, and these international intermediaries sell the oil, purchase goods, and import goods into Iraq. That is, money does not concern Iraq. He does not receive any money, he receives goods. The funny thing is that only after shipping the oil will Iraq find out at what price it shipped it. A very confusing scheme. Vladimir Volfovich Zhirinovsky even spoke about this at one time, that a huge number of officials at the UN earned colossal money. Because, roughly speaking, they could set any price at which Iraq would ship oil. This price was still lower than the exchange price, and sometimes much lower than the exchange price. This was such a corruption trough, made by the UN, or more precisely, by the Americans for the UN, so that the UN would not notice the nuances that arise there.
We can immediately look at the situation of the second destruction of Saddam Hussein, so that it is clear. The Americans invade Iraq amid terrorist attacks in New York. I have no doubt that they themselves blew up their twin houses, they themselves hit the Pentagon with a missile, and they themselves brought down the airliner in which people were supposedly fighting terrorists. (I only have one question: where are the people who were sitting on the plane?) I’ll explain why. We, without even examining the details of the strange behavior of these twin towers, the destruction of which clearly resembles the situation when a building is liquidated and blown up. They were built exactly the same. I'll just remind you of two facts. There was a third building, which no one crashed into and which “collapsed” in the same way a few hours after the first two. You can look, these records are on the Internet. There is little talk about this.
There was such a house. He is not tall. It happened to be the offices of the IRS, the FBI, and some other people. People were evacuated from this building, although there was no reason for this. And so, the building stood, stood, and suddenly, it “happened” like this. That is, roughly speaking, they planted explosives in it, but the plane did not arrive. Excess of performers. But they forgot not to detonate the explosives, and therefore they didn’t explain anything to anyone. They just seemed to take me out of the information field. You can find information on the Internet, there is a live broadcast from CNN: a correspondent is standing, and suddenly this house “folds” behind him. This correspondent's eyes become huge. Because he doesn’t understand why there is no plane, but the house is folded. This is the first fact.
The second fact is why we can say that people were killed. Because the plane that supposedly crashed into the Pentagon left behind one round entrance hole. Although you and I are far from aircraft construction, we still realize that airplanes have wings. So, if a plane crashes with its wings into some building, then there will be damage at the level of the wings, and not just at the level of the fuselage. There he somehow neatly folded them and flew inside. At the same time, there is no luggage, no debris, nothing. They always say: “Everything burned down.” But at the same time, please note, the DNA of the passengers was preserved. Therefore, they were able to identify all the passengers. That is, nothing remained of the plane, but the DNA remained. It turns out to be nonsense.
The lawn in front of the Pentagon, there is nothing there: no luggage, nothing. Look at the crash site of any plane: scattered remains, suitcases, a terrible sight. There is a clean lawn there, you can even play golf now.
Therefore, it was not a plane that crashed into the Pentagon. The question arises: where is the plane? Where are the people, the passengers who were on this plane? This means that they were somehow liquidated, something was done with them. Maybe someday these questions will be answered.
These terrorist attacks are happening. The United States invades Afghanistan. Why go to Afghanistan, we'll talk to you now, and invade Iraq. To find a reason to invade Iraq, what do they say then? — Saddam Hussein has chemical weapons. And he also has bacteriological weapons.
In general, he has everything, we urgently need to disarm him. You remember that chemical weapons were never found. They didn’t even bother to bring it with them so they could find it there later. But, apparently, the Soviet Union no longer existed, and they felt so free from international law (which we see today) that even, as they say, they themselves said that there were chemical weapons, they didn’t find them, but oh well. They are still there.
By the way, Barack Obama said that he would withdraw troops from Iraq. When he ran for his first term, he promised to withdraw troops from Iraq. Nothing of the sort happened. As you can see, the Americans are still there. So, they invented a reason. The formal reason was the presence of some weapons, and the presence of a certain threat from Iraq. Although you and I understand that Saddam Hussein, after his face was slammed on the table after Kuwait, he, of course, behaved more quietly than water, below the grass. But he made one big mistake. Even before this, he stated that he would trade oil only for Iraqi dinars, for Iraqi currency, that is, not for dollars. And of course, they absolutely could not forgive him for this.
The Americans sent troops to Iraq. Further, you remember that the Iraqi generals and Saddam Hussein himself spoke about the colossal losses that they would have. Instead, the Iraqi army somehow suddenly dissolved. She went home and was neither heard nor seen. That is, the Americans bought the generals, Saddam Hussein himself hid, his sons were killed, after a while they caught him and tried him. Here they got hold of those facts of the use of chemical weapons that they themselves had not noticed ten years before, and hanged him. And thus, as they say, ends in the water.
Note. Saddam Hussein was overthrown. Has anything good happened in Iraq? Peace? No. Not to mention the fact that there is a partisan struggle going on there against the Americans and those who collaborate with the Americans. They call it terrorists now. Although with the same success one can call the Belarusian partisans terrorists during the years 1941–1945. And the Germans called them that - bandits and terrorists. You and I understand that this was a liberation movement and partisans. In the same way, those who are fighting for the withdrawal of Americans from Iraq, what kind of terrorists are there? These are freedom fighters. But the Americans are already bringing the seeds of al-Qaeda there.
Today in Iraq there are battles between the Iraqi state army and certain military formations that want to build on Iraqi territory, including some kind of Islamic state. I think Iraq and the Levant, that's what it was called. That is, there is no peace on Iraqi soil. The Americans brought neither freedom, nor democracy, nor prosperity there. A large number of Iraqis died. Wikileaks published documents that a hundred thousand Iraqis died. I think more of them died. That is, one hundred thousand, at least, the Americans themselves admitted, they gave their lives for what? For there to be no Saddam Hussein? Little consolation. They are chaoticizing this region, not leaving Iraq and continuing to plunge it into chaos.
But Iraq was the first part. Next came Libya. Then came Syria. Weapons are traveling to Syria through Lebanon. But it comes mainly from Iraq, that is, from the Americans. Accordingly, Iraq became a springboard for destabilizing the entire region. It was the Americans who stuck their foot into the door and then climbed in, as they say, with their whole body. That's what they did in Iraq.
Now we return to the military conflict that they imposed in Afghanistan. You and I will not move according to the chronology of American aggressions, because our task is to understand their causes. And you can always look up or read the start date of any war. So why did they get into Afghanistan? I would like to ask you a question. I'm wondering what your point of view is. Who's ready to answer? Why did the Americans get involved in Afghanistan? After all, there is no oil in Afghanistan. What is there in Afghanistan?
Answer: Chaos. There again according to the old system.
N. Starikov: I agree, they want chaos. But before we understand where they will direct this chaos, you and I must understand that Afghanistan is not only a place of contact through Central Asia with Russia. This is where they touch Pakistan, this is the border with Iran and this is actually the border with China. That is, the amazing strategic position makes it possible for a number of important geopolitical players to spoil things at once while in Afghanistan. First of all, of course, Russia and China, Iran, create difficulties in India and keep Pakistan in suspense. You know that American drones constantly fly into Pakistan and simply kill people there without any announcement. And this has been happening for many, many, many years. Accordingly, they can keep the situation in Pakistan in a kind of simmering state, because a very specific infrastructure always develops around war.
You understand perfectly well that the Americans came to Afghanistan to grow drugs there. During their stay in Afghanistan, drug production increased sixty-six times. Imagine that the reason for the invasion of the United States of America, as they say, was the desire to stop drugs being produced there. Imagine a disco where a drug squad comes in and they sell sixty-six times as much drugs at that disco. The question arises: are the goals of this anti-drug squad declared correctly? Maybe he has a different goal? To sell more drugs?
Of course, the drugs were actually eliminated by the Taliban. The Americans came, dispersed the power of the Taliban and began to protect drug production. At the same time, the explanations are, well, childishly naive. When Russia says that this business needs to be stopped, they say: “We can’t, because there are peasant families there, what will they eat if they don’t do drugs?” Well then, allow yourself to grow drugs too. There are also families there, you have unemployment in the USA. That is, if you follow this logic, any crime can be resolved - after all, everyone has families. Old mothers, we need to take care of them somehow. Simply amazing. They do not hesitate to make such statements.
Drugs are grown and these drugs are sent further into Russia. You know that a huge number of people in our country, especially young people, unfortunately, die from these drugs, because the borders are transparent, we cannot stop all drugs. Drugs are being brought into China. In China it’s tougher, they shoot you for drugs, but they still import them. And Iran is generally interesting. Iran built a three-meter wall, and before that it dug a ditch, three meters deep, so that the Americans could not break through. There was a whole military operation there: they were dropped in by helicopters, some powerful trucks were used to bring drugs into Iran. That is, the Americans have gained a foothold there and are beginning to destroy the youth of all neighboring countries.
In addition, having separated Kosovo from Yugoslavia, they transport drugs on a direct flight from Afghanistan to Kosovo, where cars arrive and transport drugs directly across Europe. Fast and good. As a matter of fact, Kosovo has a very large military base, one of the main purposes of which is the distribution of drugs in Europe. And drugs are crime control, this is black money that can be used from any side, and this is control over these government agencies.
You know that Kosovo is an Albanian mafia, which, surprisingly, is protected by power in European countries for some reason. It is not eradicated, although this is not such a big difficulty. That's why they are in Afghanistan. Now they are declaring that they will leave Afghanistan. But what does it mean to leave Afghanistan? This means that they are leaving about thirty thousand people there, and they will sit at key bases, controlling them. Even now they don’t move much, so they suffer significantly fewer losses than the Soviet army, which practically controlled all of Afghanistan, and most of the losses were in military clashes when we moved around the country: these were ambushes, these checkpoints were attacked. You've probably seen it in movies and read books on this topic.
The Americans are sitting on well-guarded bases, so their losses are small. But, to be honest, they are quite comparable to the losses of the Soviet army, especially given the fact that we achieved much greater success there in Afghanistan.
So, he remains at about thirty thousand in Afghanistan. They are starting to finance the Taliban. They begin to give money and weapons to those with whom they fought. And they direct this fundamentalism to Tajikistan, Uzbekistan, partly to Kazakhstan, and probably to Kyrgyzstan. Here's their plan for the near future.
That is, we all thought (in this case I’m talking about those who are engaged in analytics) that events in Afghanistan would happen earlier than events in other parts adjacent to the borders of Russia. But we see that the Americans are improvising, taking advantage of the emerging situation. They tried to destabilize the situation in the Middle East: partly it worked, partly it didn’t. This slowed down their withdrawal from Afghanistan. Please note that they are now constantly saying that they are delaying the withdrawal of troops.
And they switched. They started destabilizing in Ukraine instead of destabilizing in Afghanistan, instead of destabilizing in Tajikistan. That is, all this is adjusted along the way. But until they are fully prepared to destabilize Syria and the region, they cannot leave Afghanistan.
So, we have dealt with Afghanistan. What else do we have? We must also, of course, remember Yugoslavia. Its dismemberment began even before the collapse of the Soviet Union. And in this sense, Yugoslavia was for the Americans and their allies a kind of testing ground for methods of dismembering a large multinational country. They worked them out. Because the Soviet Union is a very large country, there are a large number of nationalities, and they were not ready to begin dismantling the Soviet Union without having trained anywhere. They didn’t come up with anything better than dismantling Yugoslavia first.
The Yugoslav dismantling scenario was very bloody. You know that a civil war began there on the principle of all against all, which resulted in the disintegration of the state into many parts, large casualties and colossal tension in this region. Until now, relations between states there are very, very specific. The situation especially worsened after the Americans, in violation of international law, cut off the Kosovo region from Serbia and declared it an independent state. For what? We have already discussed: in order to get a piece of territory in the center of Europe that would belong practically exclusively to them.
Please note that there, in Yugoslavia, the Americans did not bring anything good. Small parts of Yugoslavia did not become very prosperous states. Just recently, against the backdrop of the situation in Ukraine, we were shown burning Sarajevo. Bosnia gained independence, so what? Western investors came, closed all the factories, bankrupted them, bought everything out, opened office centers, leaving people with nowhere to work. That is, the same EEC that our Ukrainian colleagues (not all, of course, some) want to join, it has already shown itself there, in Bosnia.
The same thing will happen in Ukraine - the closure of enterprises. As a matter of fact, today’s putschist government assumes obligations to the IMF. And they always have obligations - obligations in one direction: reduction of pensions, reduction of social benefits, increase in tariffs. The IMF never proposes anything other than lower living standards and privatization. This is the so-called shock therapy. It was first used under Pinochet in Chile. It is always accompanied by some kind of violence. This is necessary in order to suppress the resistance of the masses who are experiencing real shock. Firstly, shock weakens their resistance, but also military violence. Pinochet in Chile, you know, a military coup. Then this was used in Argentina, in some other Latin American countries, then in Poland the same shock therapy was applied.
Then this was applied in Russia. There was very clear violence in Russia, the coup d'etat of 1993, which was carried out by Yeltsin. That is, privatization took place amid the roar of tank guns, which democratically fired at parliament. Privatization is always associated not just with violation of laws and fraud, but with the use of force on the part of those who carry it out.
And now, today, force was used in Ukraine? Applied. Has power been seized? Captured. Are there militant groups? Eat. It is possible to privatize the energy sector, says Yatsenyuk. Why didn’t they carry out this privatization before? What was stopping you? The reaction of society got in the way. The reaction of part of the elite interfered. Now society is demoralized and has other problems. It no longer thinks about what will happen to the energy system of Ukraine, but what will happen specifically to the person to whom the fascists come and force him to do something or explain something. Here's how it works, why it's all done.
But most importantly, I want to emphasize once again: you and I cannot name a single country where the Americans would invade under some pretext and where they would bring at least something good. Nothing. Even in Afghanistan, where the Soviet Union suffered significant losses, where there was a real war, despite the fact that it was called the fulfillment of an international duty, today Russian soldiers and Soviet soldiers are remembered with a kind word, not like the Americans. Because the Russians built roads and schools. This is inherent in our civilization. We don’t consider Afghans beneath us if we come to them. We treat all people with respect. The main thing is that he treats us with respect too. But we don't consider them second-rate. This has always been inherent in the Russian Empire. That is, if the Russians came to the Caucasus, there was some kind of military conflict, but the Russians never considered the mountaineers to be second-class people. Vice versa. Look how much the Russians learned from the mountaineers. After all, the Caucasian War began at the very beginning of the nineteenth century, and ended in the middle; it lasted for almost half a century.
Look, the guard of our kings already consists of highlanders, separate formations. What did our Cossacks look like by the beginning of the twentieth century and earlier? Papakhas, mountain clothes, Circassian coat, gazyri, dagger. That is, absolutely the clothes of a highlander. And no one considered it shameful to take her into the Russian army. As a matter of fact, there is a photograph of the Emperor in such clothes. If it's good, if it's right, if it's convenient, that's it, take it. This is the approach.
You will never see a British general in Indian clothing. This simply cannot happen, because for him a Hindu is a second-class citizen. This is the difference. And our soldiers (the Soviet Union was generally a humanistic state) demonstrated the same attitude in Afghanistan. That is, on the one hand, we fought with those who shot at our soldiers, this is understandable. But on the other hand, we tried to improve the life of the Afghans, as we could improve it then. Americans don't do anything at all. They sit at their bases, they don’t care what’s going on there. They just give out money so they don’t get shot at, and they give out money so they can grow drugs. All. Their interests are limited to this. The attitude is not like people. They are everywhere in some closed areas.
That is, they have never brought anything good to where the Americans come, to where NATO troops come. I don’t know, maybe you know something more, but I’m not familiar with such options.
And the American military presence is constantly expanding. They always have to fight somewhere. The only thing we can say is that it is difficult for them to fight several wars at the same time, despite the fact that they have the largest military budget in the world, but this is an army that is used to fighting without contact. Losses are very sensitive for her. Therefore, if someone wants to drive the Americans out of their land, then they just need to kill the Americans. They then evacuate very quickly. If you remember the story when they invaded Somalia. Fifteen or twenty Americans were killed there, they evacuated very quickly, while filming Saddam Hussein's favorite film. Do you know which one? “Black Hawk Down” - he loved this film very much. I don’t know why, but, nevertheless, this is a historical fact, he watched it many times, I read about it.
Look how almost all of us went through the military conflicts that the Americans staged in the past. We haven't talked about how they organized the conflict in Yugoslavia, so a few more words. Again, non-contact: bombings, rocket attacks, ships that are at sea, fighter-bombers that sometimes do not even fly into Yugoslav airspace, that is, when approaching Yugoslavia, they fire missiles and leave. The rocket flies further on its own. Sometimes even the Yugoslav air defense was not able to shoot at these planes because they did not enter the airspace.
Well, again, such demonstrative gestures. If you remember, one tamahawk hit the Chinese embassy in Belgrade, killing several people. There was a storm of indignation, of course, but then it calmed down. I mean the storm of indignation from China. But, nevertheless, you understand that if high-precision weapons end up at the Chinese embassy, then they were probably aiming at it. A little hello, as they say.
Yes, and there is such a comic story associated with this Yugoslav tragedy, when one Stealth plane was shot down, after which the Americans began to remove it from production, from service. And in Yugoslavia they wore badges saying “Sorry, we didn’t know he was invisible.” Otherwise they wouldn’t shoot you down out of respect for you. That is, the Americans thought that he was invisible, but he was not so invisible. And then he was shot down. Although these Stealths are very expensive, they are, as you can see, useless, and are no longer available. They are so beautiful, somehow unusual, similar to alien ships, but, apparently, they have absolutely no combat meaning.
Who organized the terrorist attacks in the United States on September 11, 2001
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Today marks the 12th anniversary of a series of major terrorist attacks in the United States. There are several versions of their origin. The official version of the “Washington regime” says that several dozen bearded Mujahideen, hiding in the caves of Afghanistan, developed and then carried out a complex jewelry operation to hijack planes and crash them into skyscrapers and the Pentagon building. The version is beautiful and understandable, if not for many inconsistencies in it. And if not for the laws of physics.
So what happened on September 11, 2001? Let's remember.
Before moving on to the details of that tragic day, I would like to say a few words about the state of the world economy. The difficulties in it did not begin yesterday, not in 2008. Like a fire in a peat field burning under the surface of the earth, the problems of a financially oriented economic system were already smoldering invisibly in the late nineties. And if for the general public the “fire” burst to the surface and became visible only recently, then for the world political elite the problem was visible a long time ago. I will say more - Gorbachev’s betrayal saved the “world economy” from collapse. Inflation, which was DOUBLE-DIGIT in the US in the 70s, clearly showed that the patient had a fever. High temperature. If Mikhail Gorbachev had not destroyed the USSR, the Western economy would have fallen into today's tailspin in the late 80s. But this is by the way.
The West always has the same recipe for solving problems: war. And the United States began preparing for war 12 years ago. What is needed for a global war? We need a global reason. Global provocation. And then September 11, 2001 happened.
What was the idea? Organizations of Islamic radicals, which were nurtured by the States themselves during the Afghan war against the Soviet army, were planned as the spark for a new world conflict. After the large-scale terrorist attacks of 2001, Washington also “knew” exactly who was to blame. Just as today the United States “knows” for sure that Bashar al-Assad used chemical weapons in Syria.
For us, the key question is where it was planned to start the war. The answer is this: next to us, with us, with our direct and widest participation. To recover the world economy, its owners were going to (once again!) shed a lot of blood. Where? It doesn't matter where. The main thing is that there is a lot of it. That’s why Russia-USSR found itself in the crosshairs of major military conflicts, because we have a lot of this blood. That’s why the world behind the scenes loves to let it come to us.
In 2001, the conflict in Chechnya was still in full swing, and there was unrest in Central Asia. What did Russia do? We have pushed instability beyond the borders of our country. And the war did not come to us. And its organizers had to start it all over again, preparing the Middle East as a springboard.
The heyday of the career of Ramzan Kadyrov, who brought order to his native Chechnya with an iron hand, meant the decline of the careers of Mubarak and Muammar Gaddafi. This is not a paradox - this is world geopolitics.
But now - with today's understanding of the situation - it is worth returning to the facts about the events of September 11, 2001. Here is a fragment of my book “Cherche la Petroleum”.[49]
“First, let’s refresh our memory of the events of those days. Four Boeing passenger planes were hijacked within an hour by 19 Arab terrorists armed with cardboard cutters. Suicide pilots took control of the planes and changed course towards New York and Washington. Two Boeings were sent to the twin towers of the World Trade Center. A fire started in the skyscrapers, causing their complete destruction. The third Boeing crashed into the Pentagon. Passengers on the fourth plane fought the hijackers, causing the plane to crash in Pennsylvania. This is the generally accepted version of events. It took final shape within a few days after the disaster, becoming official.
Now let's remember the most glaring inconsistencies of this version. Let's start with the most little-known ones.
1. On September 11, 2001, not two, but three buildings collapsed in New York. The death of the third skyscraper is carefully hushed up. The official Government Commission created on the events of September 11 did not include this fact in its report at all. There are two reasons for this - this building was the New York headquarters of the CIA, the Internal Revenue Service, the Securities and Exchange Commission, and the operations center and bunker of the New York City Emergency Management Authority. And most importantly, no flying object crashed into the 47-story skyscraper known as World Trade Center 7, located next to the Twin Towers. But for no apparent reason the building collapsed around 5 p.m. on September 11, 2001. And no one was hurt during its destruction. No one. At the same time, the house collapsed “in shape” in exactly the same way as the towers into which the Boeings crashed:
2. The designers of the destroyed building unanimously say that the possibility of an airplane hit was taken into account during construction and therefore could not lead to such consequences. The destruction of the towers was remarkably uniform, symmetrical and absolute. Huge skyscrapers folded neatly like a house of cards. They collapsed completely, turning into heaps of debris and clouds of dust - even without the remains of vertical steel columns. Houses “fold” so beautifully and correctly only with a directed explosion, used in the demolition of buildings that have expired. It does not require a lot of explosives, but they must be placed in the right places (in direct contact with structural elements) and detonated in a strictly synchronized sequence.
3. The plane crashed into the North Tower at 8:45 at a right angle and theoretically could have damaged the supporting steel supports of the building located in the center. At 9:03 a.m., a second strike was struck, on the South Tower, but the collision occurred at an acute angle, which means that the aircraft debris should not have hit the supports. Meanwhile, despite the difference in damage, both towers “collapsed” absolutely symmetrically, the floors neatly “collapsed”, exactly as happens in cases of controlled demolition of high-rise buildings. Moreover, the less damaged South Tower fell first - at 9:59, and at 10:29, the North Tower, which received more serious damage, collapsed. And at 17:00 the third one - into which no one crashed at all.
4. The official explanation for the collapse is that burning fuel melted the steel columns. The melting point of steel is 1538 °C. Each of the towers contained 200 thousand tons of steel. And all this mass was heated up and melted by fuel from the fuel tanks of one aircraft? After all, the amount of fuel that got into the towers was different - if the first plane flew inside, then part of the fuel of the second exploded into huge fireballs outside the building, which is clearly visible in the recordings and photographs. The towers are the same, the amount of steel in them is the same, the amount of fuel from the aircraft is different, the style of falling and destruction is the same. And the first building to fall is the one with less fuel in it?
5. The maximum temperature reached when burning clean aviation fuel is 825 °C. Not only kerosene burned in the tower, but also everything that could burn. This should have caused the temperature to decrease, not increase. The possibility of fires is naturally taken into account when designing buildings. The maximum temperature for unprotected steel structures during test fires (in the UK, Japan, USA and Australia) was 360 °C. Have terrorists really overturned the laws of physics and managed to melt steel at a temperature lower than necessary? Or did they inexplicably increase it to the required 1538 °C? One of the American researchers of the September 11th mystery, J. McMichael, writes on this matter: “The use of aviation fuel for melting steel is an amazing discovery, honestly... Metal processing specialists tinker with acetylene torches, oxygen in cylinders, electric arcs from generators, electric furnaces and other complex devices, but what did these ingenious terrorists use? Kerosene, worth 80 cents a gallon at market prices.”
6. In a terrible fire, according to the official version, hundreds of thousands of tons of steel melted, hundreds of tons of concrete turned into dust. There was practically nothing left of the Boeing passengers, only charred fragments of bodies. Meanwhile, the passport of one of the hijackers who crashed into the plane's tower, Mohammed Atta, floated down intact and was found during the investigation.
7. There is still no answer to the question why the twin towers did not fall into pieces, but disintegrated, turning into dust. If a fire were the cause of the collapse of buildings, then the unevenness of damage and uneven combustion in different parts of the buildings would lead to the fact that the collapse would occur differently in each of the buildings. Then pieces of concrete and steel beams would be scattered over a large area, causing enormous damage and leading to numerous casualties among residents. That did not happen. There were no large debris, as is usually the case.
8. According to the official version, the third of the hijacked planes, American Airlines (AA) Boeing 757 Flight 77, crashed into the Pentagon. To cause maximum damage, the hijackers sent the plane along a horizontal trajectory. That is, they tried to “drive” into the building as if they were in a car, and not on an airplane. The height of the Boeing 757 is 13 meters, the Pentagon is 24 meters. That is, the flight altitude of the airliner had to be literally several meters above the ground, which is an incredibly difficult maneuver. Why was it done? Much more damage could have been caused by simply crashing the plane down onto the building. At the same time, it’s difficult to miss - the Pentagon occupies an area of 117,363 square meters. m. Terrorists choose the most difficult and less effective option. At the same time, flying a few meters above the ground, the plane tore down the wires stretched across the street. But somehow he managed to squeeze between the pillars, the distance between which is less than the wingspan of a Boeing 757.
9. Any person who has seen an airplane at least once in their life should understand that in the event of a horizontal collision with a building, the latter will inevitably be damaged by both the body and the wings. However, American investigators were not embarrassed by the fact that, judging by photographs from the crash site, the Boeing 757 carefully folded its wings before the collision, since there are no traces of the wings on the Pentagon building. No aircraft debris was found inside the Pentagon. According to the official version, all parts “evaporated” during the fire, as well as the steel supports of the World Trade Center towers. Meanwhile, in each of the plane crashes that humanity experienced, everything was never burned out without a trace. For example, when the Concorde near Paris crashed into a hotel immediately after takeoff, it was filled to capacity with kerosene, but there was more than enough debris.
There was no debris left on the lawn in front of where the plane struck the building. But the wings should have broken off from the impact, and their fragments, along with heavy engines and part of the tail, would have been visible right at the scene of the disaster. But not a single screw is visible near the fire trucks, which could indicate that a plane crashed into the Pentagon.
The wall into which, according to the official version, the plane crashed, also did not stand for long. Although she simply could not survive in a collision with an airplane whose minimum speed was about 400 km per hour. But the wall was preserved and stood rooted to the spot while firefighters extinguished the fire. It clearly showed the entrance hole, which only a three-year-old child could attribute to the plane. And above the place where the huge plane crashed, several meters away, you can see entire windows, in which even the glass is not completely broken. Therefore, the outer wall of the Pentagon “collapsed” a couple of hours after the attack.
10. The destruction of the two twin towers was caused, according to the official version, by a fuel spill and a terrible fire. However, there are no traces of kerosene burning on the grass in front of the Pentagon. The lawn is quite green. Meanwhile, when the plane hit the second tower, a large fuel explosion occurred, creating fireballs outside the building. No one at the Pentagon had seen anything like this. And the destruction of this building itself is incomparably less catastrophic than what resulted from the same blow in New York.
11. The US government said that passengers and crew aboard Flight 77 were identified through DNA evidence. After a fire that destroyed without a trace 100 tons of aircraft aluminum, the interior and exterior of the airliner?
12. Despite the miraculously preserved “remnants of DNA,” the black boxes of all the planes, according to the official version, burned down. Similar devices in almost all plane crashes remain intact and their records are deciphered and studied.
13. The fourth hijacked United Airlines flight, UA93, crashes near Shanksville, Pennsylvania, at 10:37 a.m., nearly two hours after it took off from the airport. According to the official version, the passengers of this plane began to fight the hijackers and did not allow them to carry out their plans (a strike on the White House). As a result of the struggle between terrorists and passengers, the plane crashed. However, some aircraft debris was found up to 8 miles from the crash site in residential areas. Many residents in the Indian Lake area reported flaming airplane debris falling from the sky.
14. More than two hundred and fifty people were passengers on the four hijacked planes. They managed to make 13 calls to their family and friends directly from the plane. This is incredible. In 2001, the likelihood of a successful cell phone connection from a jet airliner flying at high speed and altitude was close to zero. Only in 2004-2005, a number of companies began developing equipment to ensure stable mobile communications in airliners - Boeings and Airbuses. The likelihood of getting through when the plane is descending is also extremely low. At lower altitudes, the jet leaves the same cell within 1–8 seconds. During this time, the phone manages to establish contact with it, but is already in the area of another cell. The conversation inevitably ends before it even begins.
But if it is impossible to get through by phone from an airplane, how were the relatives of the victims able to identify their voice on the answering machine? There is an answer to this question too. Recently, a new type of fraud has appeared in Russia. Scammers call home and tell someone’s relatives that he has been taken to the police (for an accident, a fight, etc.) and to get him out, they need money to hush up the unpleasant situation. So that the victim has no doubts, the phone is given to the “victim,” but just for a couple of seconds and he has time to say a few words. The point is that all victims of scammers hear the voices of their loved ones, who are in a completely different place, and obediently carry the money. It’s not parodists or craftsmen who talk on the phone - swindlers call using a simple database of numbers and cannot know the timbre of the voice and the peculiarities of the conversation of a person unknown to them. And relatives hear what they “want” to hear...
The investigation materials contain the text of one of the calls that took place. This Mark Bingham calls his mother and says: “Hello, mom, it’s me – Mark Bingham”...
15. None of the callers from the hijacked planes mentioned Arab hijackers in any of the alleged telephone conversations. No one said a simple and important phrase in such conditions: “The Arabs hijacked our plane.”
16. US President George W. Bush not only rejected for a long time the invitation to speak to members of the commission investigating the events of September 11, but, having already agreed to the meeting, set his own conditions:
♦ he insisted on a time-limited conversation - one hour;
♦ the head of the United States agreed to give testimony only together with Vice President Dick Cheney;
♦ in this case, there should be only two people from the commission - the chairman and his deputy.
After difficult negotiations, the parties agreed that the conversation would take place in the White House and all 10 members of the commission would participate. The time limit has also been lifted. It would seem that the commission will be able to obtain comprehensive information from the president. However, not all so simple. To get Bush's approval for this “conversation,” we had to agree that:
♦ there will be no video, audio recording, or even transcript of it;
♦ neither Bush nor Cheney had to take an oath.
What US leaders said to their congressmen is unknown to this day, although the “conversation” took place in April 2004. To understand the absurdity of this situation, imagine that a witness is called to court, but he agrees to speak only in the presence of another witness. For what? To hear his testimony and avoid discrepancies. The witness's testimony is then classified. And most importantly, no one obliged him to tell the truth - after all, the witness did not take an oath...
There is an official version of the American government, and there are facts that refute it. We will obviously not know the truth soon. I'm concerned about one question.
What happened to the passengers of the plane that allegedly attacked the Pentagon, if according to all calculations this attack was not carried out by a Boeing 757?
Ukrainian victim
03/08/2014
Speaking about American aggression in different states, it is very logical to touch on the topic of Ukraine, because this is another aggression, only carried out through a revolutionary path.
Let's summarize, as they say, the dry residue. Ukraine had absolutely no plush president. We have no sympathy for him. Nevertheless, pensions and salaries were paid under him, and it was necessary to borrow fifteen billion dollars in order for everything to be fine. But there was stability, right? Nothing terrible happened in the month of August.
The situation began to unravel due to the fact that Yanukovych did not sign the agreement on European occupation. Tragic events occurred: an armed rebellion, a seizure of power. It turned out that there was no money at all. Now what was needed was not fifteen billion, but thirty-five. There is an urgent need to privatize the energy sector. Urgently reduce social benefits and increase tariffs.
That is, that same shock therapy and privatization has begun, which is a consequence of the artificial creation of some problems. You can’t just say out of the blue: “Let’s lower your wages for all of you. Let’s lower pensions for pensioners.” Everyone will say: “What are you talking about? Are you crazy, or what?”
How can a politician say that? He understands that no one will vote for him. There is no party that would go to elections with the slogan: “We will lower your standard of living.” If, against the background of this, there is another politician who says: “We will raise your standard of living, because we are effective managers,” of course, they will vote for the second one. Although, perhaps, there is no real chance to get out of the situation without reducing the standard of living. These are already features of human psychology, features of politics.
Therefore, when we see that after certain events a reason begins to be created to lower living standards and make unpopular decisions, then we can understand that the purpose of this whole mess was these unpopular decisions.
By and large, what has Ukraine achieved today? Instability. The state was reeling. Previously, there was no army in Ukraine, by and large. It was small - an army of ninety thousand in total. This is very little. And then it mainly consists of internal troops. Now in Ukraine there is no more police, because the police have seen that for the honest performance of their duty they can also become criminals. The police - one of the pillars of the state - was cut down. About a hundred people died, several hundred were maimed.
Just to restore what was destroyed in Kyiv requires ten million dollars. They are looking for them now. They address the sponsors of the Maidan and the Maidan participants themselves.
For what? What have you achieved? So that elections take place nine months earlier? Is it really that critical?
Are a hundred human lives really worth it if elections were held a year earlier? So that Yulia gets out of prison? A hundred people had to die for her article to no longer be a criminal article? Agree, it’s unclear why.
Or maybe this whole story happened so that the oligarchs would become governors? It's also kind of strange. The Ukrainian citizen is not shown any visible advantage, so he is fed emotions: “We are not slaves, we have become free, we are finally liberated.” From what? From Yanukovych? So you would be free of him in a year. Then, in fact, you freed yourself from Yanukovych in 2004. They were completely freed in three rounds, and democratic elections were held. Freedom has completely won – that’s it, there is no Yanukovych. Why did you choose him again four years later if you so wanted to get rid of him?
It seems to me that we have every reason to think hard about what the opposition needed? It is possible that she needed to completely destabilize the economic and political situation and try to cause a war in Ukraine. Cause a war in Ukraine through the atrocities of the thugs, through these fascists, so they did not disarm them. Then the fascists began to behave absolutely defiantly. It would seem that they need to be pushed somewhere, like the devil, driven back into the snuffbox, so that at least the display window is beautiful. Yes, we had excesses, but everything is in the past. There were fascists and they dissolved, there are no fascists, that’s all. Only Democrats remained.
No, these fascists come to the fore and make cooperation impossible for a number of people, including Russia as a state. But by its actions, Russia, which helped the legitimate center in Kyiv, in my opinion, immediately began to rewrite this scenario.
They hoped that we would not interfere, that chaos would begin in Ukraine, that we would begin, perhaps, some indecisive actions. Or we will turn out to be so stupid that we will engage in military clashes and begin the occupation of entire regions of Ukraine. This is what they need. They need a war, an occupation, to shout that Russia is doing something.
But Russia does nothing. The Russian fleet was stationed on the Black Sea, and it remains there. There were soldiers there, and they still are. Polite people appeared in Crimea - self-defense forces, who restored order, did not arrest anyone, did not kill anyone, did not rob anyone, did not do anything - they just stood there and that’s all. And everything is quiet, calm.
And we don’t move further, because there is no legitimate government there that can call polite people. And polite people, as you know, do not go anywhere without an invitation. Polite people must be invited, then they can come.
Therefore, the further development scenario depends on the residents of the regions of south-eastern Ukraine. If they can organize and oust their governors, those appointed by these oligarchs, then polite people can help them too. And then the zone of order will expand. But it must expand without clashes. Because it is the war and the clash between the Ukrainian and Russian armies that is what the West needs.
This is precisely why he simply sacrificed Ukraine. And since their script has been rewritten, now they will think, regroup and respond with something. I don’t know what, I think some kind of provocation. There is already information that mercenaries from Blackwater are appearing there. They always carried out some kind of provocations; they don’t know how to act differently.
Question: Is there a threat that the same provocations will begin in our constituent entities in Russia?
N. Starikov: Will the Americans stop after carrying out a coup in Ukraine? Is Ukraine some kind of border beyond which they don’t need anything? Obviously not. Ukraine is not the goal. Ukraine is a means. A means to achieve the next goal.
The next goal is you and me. Our country is full of problems that you can play on: national, corruption, economic, whatever. It's all there. When will they do this? They always do this. There was a period of 2011–2012 when we managed to pump up this matrix. And then once - and everything was gone. Remember when they were going to do the March of Millions? And not just in terms of the amount of money they got for it, but the number of people they wanted to take out. But, thank God, they brought out much less. But what a swing it was! Do you understand what they wanted? Fill the squares of cities and thereby carry out a coup d'état. If it turns out - bloodless, if it doesn't work - bloody. The main thing is to implement it, they don’t care, they don’t care about human lives.
Therefore, you and I can determine the milestone when they will do this. Nothing better than free direct democratic elections has yet been invented for a coup in the world. All coups d'état or some of them occur against the backdrop of non-recognition of the election results. When are our elections to the State Duma? After all, these elections are taking place throughout the country, and the real power is being elected.
Our people are structured in such a way that the higher the level of power, the more willingly they go to these elections. Almost everyone participates in the presidential elections, a little less in the Duma elections, and for some reason, at the municipal level, you can beat everyone there with sticks. Although it should be the other way around, this municipal level is closer to us, and accordingly, interest should be higher. But nevertheless this is not the case.
Therefore, you and I must learn a lesson from what happened in Ukraine and prepare for 2016. It is there that there will be attempts to shake up the government, attempts to shake up the situation.
(Text typing: Inna Bychikhina, Tatyana Dombrovska. Editing: Natalya Rizaeva)
Chapter 6 What should Russia do?
The eternal Russian question: what to do? The answer to this is provided by the study of history. We need to do what has always been done when the people wanted to survive and develop. Defend your economic and geopolitical interests. For this we need a powerful tool - a strong army. And also a powerful ideology so that every soldier, worker and leader is convinced of the rightness of his country and his people. This is where the new century and new opportunities in transmitting information immediately pose a number of unique problems that our grandfathers did not have to solve. Control over the information space is necessary, otherwise our opponents can successfully repeat their “perestroika trick” - instill in our people the idea of the “worthlessness and uselessness” of their own geopolitical project. After all, we stepped into the world in 1991, naively thinking that we would be made equal to ourselves. The reality turned out to be sobering - degradation, population decline and lack of development prospects. The symbol of the West's desire for Russia is the trumpet. A pipe in every sense. As a way of existence of an economy focused exclusively on pumping resources “there”. And as a perspective for the people, their culture and traditions.
The way to preserve for us is a clear awareness of our uniqueness. We are a separate multinational civilization. Our values are different, our mental code is different. For us, the main thing is fairness, not the number of varieties of sausage.
We are different, and you clearly feel this when you come to the West. Trying to give up your own uniqueness is a road to nowhere. Instead, you need to actively protect your interests. In all areas. Napoleon once rightly noted that those who do not want to feed their army will feed someone else’s. He just forgot to clarify that this rule is universal. If you don’t want to feed your own science, feed someone else’s. Where have our scientists gone? If you don’t feed your own education, you will feed someone else’s. Where is it considered better to teach children today? And so on.
We have one path and the answer to the question “what to do?” one is to build a powerful sovereign state that will protect the unique Russian civilization.
How Russia can support the ruble, not the dollar
04/03/2014
I took part in a round table on the topic “Financial sources of economic growth in Russia: what are the reserves?” It was held in the State Duma building, the event was attended by Chairman of the State Duma Sergei Naryshkin, deputy. Chairman of the Central Bank of Russia Ksenia Yudaeva, State Duma deputies, experts, as well as leaders of a number of non-parliamentary parties.
The media covered this event extremely sparingly. You could say that they almost didn’t tell, despite the fact that the room was full of cameras and journalists. And the topic was extremely important: Deputy Chairman of the Central Bank Ksenia Yudaeva actually reported on the work done to maintain the stability of the exchange rate of our national currency.
I have no doubt that a lot has been done. In the same way, I am convinced that not everything has been done. The solution that I proposed at this round table is simply on the surface. In developed Western countries, you will not be able to open an account in another currency. In the USA you will not be able to open an account in rubles or euros; in Europe you will not be able to open a dollar account. All these are elements of supporting your currency. We still don't have this. Inside Russia, you can open an account in foreign currency, you can take out a foreign currency loan. In Europe, no one will give you a loan in dollars, in Russia they do and actively offer it. This leads to the creation of demand not for rubles, but for dollars. All this ultimately leads to a weakening of our ruble and to greater dependence of our economy on the dollar.
Let me explain once again so that there is no speculation: I am not calling for a ban on HAVING currency in Russia, I am not calling for a ban on WALKING it. The exchange of rubles for foreign currency in Russia should be free. But the Russian state should support not the dollar or the euro, but the ruble. And to do this, reduce the presence of foreign money in our financial system in every possible way. This is exactly how they operate in the United States and the Eurozone. So, what measures can be taken now?
1. Today the state guarantees deposits of the population in the amount of 700 thousand rubles. Including foreign currency deposits in the amount of this ruble amount. It is not right. Russia can and should guarantee ONLY RUBLE deposits, because only the ruble is our national currency.
2. This means that it is necessary to change the legislation and establish that from a certain date (preferably more than a year later) in the event of bankruptcy or revocation of a bank’s license, the Deposit Insurance Agency will reimburse depositors ONLY ruble deposits. Deposits in foreign currency will not be insured, but will not be prohibited. Any citizen of Russia can open such a deposit in euros or dollars, but then the risk of non-return of his money lies entirely with him. This is both fair and just.
3. Since recently the ruble has fallen in price against the currency, then, having assessed our financial capabilities, it makes sense to increase the amount of RUBLE DEPOSITS, which will be guaranteed by the state from today’s 700 thousand to 900 thousand. Then the population will make sense by closing within a year foreign currency deposits, exchange foreign money for rubles and open a deposit in rubles.
This is just one of many measures we can use to make the ruble more stable and strong. This means making Russia’s financial system more stable and strong. Today we see that our “geopolitical partners” are launching their attack against it, if the leadership of our country pursues an independent foreign policy.
I think that in the future it is necessary to gradually move away from lending in foreign currency to enterprises and individuals within Russia. How is a matter of technique, easily accomplished if desired.
An example of this is the actions already taken by Sberbank, which “suddenly” stopped issuing loans in foreign currency, “helping the population reduce currency risks”[50].
So the financial ice appears to have broken. And he set off quite actively.
But, as for the “maximum program”, it is clear for the Great Fatherland Party and is indicated in our program:
“Priority of national legislation over international legislation. Restoring financial sovereignty - the right of the Russian government to sovereignly issue its currency. Deprivation of the Central Bank of the Russian Federation of independence from the state by changing legislation.
The exclusive right of the state to manage natural resources. Retention of ownership of extracted resources in the hands of the state. Sale of resources on foreign and domestic markets for national currency - rubles."
It is gratifying to see that the program of the Great Fatherland Party regarding the item “Sale of resources on foreign and domestic markets for the national currency - rubles” is already beginning to be implemented.
So, I bring to your attention the text of my speech at this round table, as well as the press’s reaction to it.
March 26, 2014, Moscow, State Duma
“I would like to say that the current situation in the Russian economy is becoming increasingly dependent on the situation in politics, and not even on Russian, but Western politics. And it’s hard not to agree with those experts who say that in today’s ruble exchange rate there are approximately 3-3.5 rubles in the dollar exchange rate and 4-5, maybe 6 rubles in the euro exchange rate - this is purely economic pressure on Russia associated with the situation around Ukraine. That is, we are increasingly seeing that politics is actively interfering in the economy. And in this sense, it seems to me that an exclusively economic approach to the development of the Russian economy in the current international environment is unlikely to help achieve appropriate results without taking into account the complexity of the international situation.
In this regard, of course, I would like to note the very surprising fact that in difficult international times, responsibility for the Russian economy, for the exchange rate of the ruble, for the development of our economy, as it happens, is placed on the fragile shoulders of women. The mega-regulator today mostly has a female face. How does the mega-regulator cope with today's functions? I would like to offer this analogy. Here is our ship of state, and there is an oarsman who is rowing out of this complex, stormy sea. Is the rower performing well today? Fine. Could he have done better? I think that the reserves are certainly not exhausted yet.
Today many colleagues talked about the ruble exchange rate and deposits. I would like to pay attention to things that lie on the surface. Let's imagine a situation where a citizen of the European Union wanted to open an account in rubles or American dollars in their banks in Europe. I assure you that he would have had enormous difficulties. Most likely, he would not be able to do this. Let's imagine a citizen of the United States of America who, for whatever reason, decided to open an account in rubles, Swiss francs or euros. I assure you, this is almost impossible to do in the USA. The question arises: why is it completely free to open accounts in foreign currency in Russia? The answer is obvious - because Russia today is a more democratic country than the countries of the European Union or the United States. But in a situation where the ruble is under serious pressure today, I think that the Central Bank and the mega-regulator should pay more attention to protecting our national currency. And it seems to me that this can be done in a very simple way.
It’s hard to disagree with Sergei Mikhailovich that bans are a very ineffective way to solve problems. Then let's act without prohibitions. After all, if today we place the risks of changes in the exchange rate, market conditions, and bank bankruptcy on those who open accounts for themselves in foreign currency, we will act quite fairly. At the same time, I would propose to increase the level of the guaranteed state account in rubles from seven hundred thousand, increasing it by a certain amount. By doing this, we will give a serious signal to our citizens - if you want to open accounts in foreign currency, the risk of losing this money lies entirely with you. On the other hand, if you want to open an account in rubles, please, the state stimulates all this and gives you the opportunity not to get seven hundred thousand guaranteed back, but, for example, nine hundred thousand, or a million. But here you need to do the math and see what possibilities there are. Thus, we could largely stop the negative process of taking deposits from banks and transferring rubles into dollars. But these are, as they say, micromeasures that lie on the surface. If we return to the analogy with a rower in a stormy sea, then yes, our rower rows well, but any most professional world rowing champion will be much less effective than the most inferior “Japanese” motor that will be installed on this ship.
Today we see that in the international situation that is emerging, there is an increasing need to create our own sovereign institutions. If earlier we only talked about creating a sovereign democracy, today the issue on the agenda is the creation of a national payment system. And in this sense, the sovereign financial system is the tool with which we will sail in this stormy sea much more effectively. That is, we are talking about creating a sovereign financial system, which alone will enable Russia to fully become a sovereign state. And in this sense, of course, the complete subordination of the Central Bank to the leadership of the state is necessary. If today the Central Bank is a kind of quasi-state structure that very often talks about its dependence, then I think that in order to solve the problems that Russia faces today, the Central Bank must be completely subordinate to the leadership of the state, and of course, it must be put on the agenda the question of the sovereign issue of our national currency without reference to the gold and foreign exchange reserves that we have today.”
Lessons from Ukraine - tasks of agitation and propaganda
03/04/2014
The current situation in Ukraine is a new challenge for Russia and at the same time a new “window of opportunity.” Any country, any state must have a reason for its existence. Depending on the decoding and on the extent to which this very “meaning” is recognized and felt by the citizens of the state, the weight of this state on the world stage largely depends.
A “state with meaning” is a superpower. Already a superpower today or a potential one in the future - it doesn’t matter. Since only this very meaning, which is otherwise called the “civilization project,” is that very force, that indispensable attribute, ingredient. For any country that has established itself as a superpower or aspires to this role in the foreseeable future. Another is simply a country in which citizens are united only by their nation, or only by the way they make a living, or by their past, or by the configuration of all this in one proportion or another.
The raison d'être of the state, its “civilizational project,” is always a projection of the future. This is an aspiration for tomorrow, this is a claim to a breakthrough, to obtain an answer to the eternal question of any person on planet Earth: what is the meaning of his life? Why does he live, work, raise children, fight, gain wealth and then die? Countries that found answers to these questions and made these answers the mainstay of their own policies always became superpowers. The completeness of the answer to this question, the ability to adapt it to the urgent needs of their own citizens in a changing and unfriendly world, made them superpowers for a long time. But just until the meaning of their existence disappeared.
On the other hand, fixating on “yesterday” and “today,” no state could ever form its own “civilization project” and grow to the level of a superpower. Such countries are always forced to “adapt” to those who “live with meaning.” Sometimes this works out well, sometimes not so well, but in any case, history is made by the superpowers, and the rest only reap the fruits of their efforts. Whether these fruits will be bitter or sweet depends on your luck with the historical era and the political balance of power in the struggle.
There are countless examples of this. From Ancient Rome and Byzantium to the USSR we all know, the rise, rise and fall of all superpowers in human history are directly correlated with the rise, rise and fall of their “civilization projects”.
The meaning of existence of all the superpowers of mankind was the “cement” holding together different people, almost always of different nationalities. This meaning was the “fuel” that moved these societies and forced them to achieve results that influenced the lives of all their contemporaries without exception. As soon as the “cement” gave a “crack” and the “fuel” “soured” over time, the superpower faded into oblivion and gave way to others.
When we, patriots, say that Russia is not a state in the usual sense of the word, but a separate civilization, we seem to a priori mean that our existence has a special meaning, separate from other countries. And we understand that the loss of this meaning will be another “closure of Russia.” Since there is no other meaning for the existence of different ethnically, religiously and historically peoples within the framework of one state-civilization, except for the aspiration to the future accepted by the majority, there is and cannot be. It follows that, without forgetting about their daily bread (the economy, weapons, social sphere and culture), it is vital for patriots to work on creating and formulating a new meaning. A new understanding of the eternal meaning of Russia as a state-civilization, uniting all the peoples of the Russian world around the Russian people. The meaning of this existence can only be that same “Russian meaning”: the unification of peoples for the sake of peace. For centuries this unification took place, somewhere peacefully, and somewhere through war and coercion, but in any case, always and everywhere, the expansion of the Russian world to other peoples brought these peoples not destruction, genocide and poverty, but prosperity and development.
The current situation in Ukraine is a unique chance for Russia to find itself as a superpower, as a state-civilization that can win this confrontation not only with the power of its weapons, but with the clear and precise civilizational meaning of its actions. The bid for its own role in the world, which Russia has made by throwing the gauntlet in the face of the West, is, first of all, a bid for itself. As Russians are people of a different civilization of the Russian world, different from the West, which united around itself people of different nationalities, religions and cultures.
In today's world, where power rules, Russia can oppose equality and justice. In today's international politics, where lawlessness with the help of double standards is becoming a new paradigm of relations, Russia is obliged to provide an alternative to the law to everyone who suffers from this lawlessness and to everyone who does not agree to put up with this state of affairs. To rely in one's practical activities on equality and justice, to personify the law - this is the role of Russia, which corresponds to its historical mission. Our civilizational project, its meaning. This is Russia’s natural role as a superpower, a departure from which could cost us all the loss of our beloved Fatherland.
But how can this be done in practice?
When challenging the West, one must understand that it will not simply give up its ideological and civilizational primacy. We will not be able to win and establish our own role as a superpower, a country-civilization, if we are on the defensive. You can't win by constantly defending. This means that our transition to attack is a matter of survival, the survival of us as a thousand-year-old country.
Thanks to the policy of the “Putin years,” through all the costs and shortcomings, we have finally reached the level where our military potential again poses a threat to our “partners.” The threat is so significant that open conflict is no longer possible. Conversations from the early nineties about the possible introduction of a limited contingent of “peacekeepers” into Russian territory have already turned into political fantasy.
However, today's victories are not forged only with the sword. And not even that much. Russia today is not ready to wage information wars, and this field of geopolitical confrontations has now completely replaced the shelling of past years. Successful conduct of information wars, the ability to defend against information attacks and, most importantly, the ability to successfully attack yourself is the best way to demoralize the enemy and the best way to achieve your own victory.
In a new round of tension, Russia, as in 1941, will have to learn these wars from the wheels, learn to win them. And we need to clearly understand that we will not have the opportunity to retake this exam if the “study” process is unsuccessful. This means we need control over the media. And a “window of opportunity” is opening for Russia to get it. This will protect the country from organizing a coup according to the Ukrainian scenario and will now allow us to break through the information blockade that may happen around the politics of our country.
Information security, information policy of not only following the letter of the law and the truth of life, but also the opportunity to oppose one’s point of view to lies and anti-Russian propaganda - all these are not only urgent tasks of the current moment, but also a question of the survival of Russia as a superpower.
“Non-resistance to evil through violence” is a very beautiful theory. But, unfortunately, its effectiveness has not been confirmed by life if you are dealing with aggressive people, without honor and conscience. Dealing with issues of agitation, we cannot help but understand that our agitation will exist in the conditions of the dominance of the world media on a global scale. And as in the case of the army, whose ability to destroy any enemy will save us from military aggression like Yugoslavia. It’s the same with the media: only the ability of our media to neutralize false propaganda against us and conduct explanatory campaigns can save us from the complete loss of our civilizational exclusivity, and after it our statehood.
Ukraine is the very case when we can win there, defend the law and rights of Russians, Ukrainians and people of other nationalities better with a pen than with a sword.
All that remains is to realize this and start working in this direction.
The Medvedev government should understand: the Russian Federation is not a business structure
03/29/2014
In recent months, Russia has taken a serious step towards defending the interests of its citizens, native speakers of the Russian language and Russian culture outside the country. And this cannot but rejoice. However, in the euphoria of geopolitical victories, we must under no circumstances forget about internal problems and closely monitor current events. And then 2014 - the year of success, the year of the reunification of Russia and Crimea, may become the year... in which JSC Russian Railways carries out an unprecedented reduction in suburban passenger traffic. In January alone, commuter passenger companies (PPCs) canceled 144 trains in 26 regions. Most trains were canceled in Lipetsk (31 trains), Kaliningrad (29 trains), Novgorod (20 trains), Voronezh (13 trains) regions.
The official reason for the mass cancellation of electric trains was the reorganization of the Russian Railways holding company. The essence of the reform was that Russian Railways had previously compensated for losses by transporting goods, which give the railway workers excess profits. But with the blessing of the Government of the Russian Federation, headed by Prime Minister D. A. Medvedev, Russian Railways must get rid of the costly item, placing it on regional budgets. Suburban passenger companies have become a tool for “transferring” funding to the regions. As a result, 310 electric trains have already been canceled in 2012–2013, and another 294 are planned for cancellation in 2014. If this trend continues, then in the near future the number of suburban electric trains will be reduced to 50% of the 2010 level, and instead of 6–6 ,3 thousand daily train departures, there will be no more than 2.3 thousand per day.
However, the government headed by D. A. Medvedev is of little concern about this. Otherwise, suburban passenger companies would not be recommended to enter into contracts based ONLY on the solvency of the regions. Moreover, the Russian government knows very well that regional budgets, in principle, cannot bear the burden of paying for suburban passenger transportation by rail in full.
Let me explain. The Federal Law “On the General Principles of Organization of Legislative (Representative) and Executive Bodies of State Power of the Subjects of the Russian Federation” refers transport services to the population by rail in suburban traffic to the powers of regional authorities. Between carriers - suburban passenger companies - and authorized regional executive authorities, contracts for the organization of transport services for the population are annually concluded or extended.
Regions set tariffs for passenger transportation in suburban services. As a rule, prices set by tariff regulatory authorities are significantly lower than cost and do not provide compensation for losses incurred in connection with transportation activities. At the same time, the Law “On Railway Transport” directly states that losses during suburban transportation are compensated in full from the budgets of the corresponding levels. Less than one third of regions can afford such luxury. The rest, apparently, are encouraged to explore walking routes in the future.
According to Russian Railways, at the end of 2013, only 5 regions were profitable for PPK, another 12 fully compensated for losses, and the rest underpaid suburban companies by 8 billion rubles. According to the head of Russian Railways, Vladimir Yakunin, taking into account previous years, as of January 1, 2014, the regions owed the railway monopolist 30 billion rubles.
The measures taken forced a number of regions to “correct” the situation by increasing tariffs: in Buryatia and the Amur region, train tickets doubled in price from January 1, 2014.
Others get out as best they can. According to information provided by employees of Russian Railways, the Yaroslavl region has budgeted for 2014 only 19 million rubles, or 3% of the amount required for subsidies, and it is for this amount that the PPK will serve the subject. That is, instead of 100% of the transportation of passengers on electric trains, only 3% will be transported, the Kostroma region allocated only 2% of the required amount (4.4 million out of 179 million rubles), the Oryol region - 2.5% (5 million out of 200 million rubles) , Chechnya - 9% (4.8 million out of 155 million rubles). About 25 regions were forced not to sign contracts for the use of PPC services at all, since there were no guarantees of payment.
A transport collapse is just around the corner. However, the Cabinet of Ministers of the Russian Federation consistently continues to pursue an anti-social policy, purposefully pushing the state to abandon social obligations to its citizens.
The attempt to refuse maternity capital payments to families where the second and subsequent children were born, the introduction of social standards for the consumption of utilities, the reduction of suburban passenger transportation - all of this is the poisonous fruit of the antisocial experiments of the Medvedev government on its own people.
The result of this policy causes absolutely justified indignation among residents of small towns and villages, for whom electric trains are the most reliable and affordable form of transport from autumn until the end of the spring thaw. The cancellation of electric trains becomes a death sentence for many settlements. Re-development, in particular, of the fertile lands of the Voronezh, Rostov regions, Krasnodar, Stavropol territories will require huge investments in infrastructure. The lack of reliable transportation is a significant argument for the heads of young families who considered villages as a possible place of residence. The departure of transport systems from the outback leads to an acceleration of the outflow of the population to large cities, aggravating the problems of unemployment, affordable housing, and demography.
Residents of large cities are little interested in this topic, but with the beginning of the dacha season, which will be in full swing in a couple of weeks, gardeners, fishermen and tourists from cities will also be in for an unpleasant surprise.
I am forced to state once again that the activities of the current Russian government are contrary to the Constitution. The interests of monopolies are much more important for the cabinet of ministers than working in the interests of its own citizens. But it was at the expense of citizens’ taxes that the railway infrastructure was created, which was immediately transferred into private hands. Today, in order to ensure the fabulous profits of Russian Railways, part of which, by the way, ends up in offshore companies, the government is ready to relieve the state of all responsibility for social obligations to its people. Article 7 of the country's Basic Law, which states that Russia is a social state whose policy is aimed at creating conditions that ensure a decent life for people, is completely ignored.
Medvedev's government should understand a simple thing: transferring vital services provided to the country's citizens to a commercial basis will lead to catastrophic consequences for the state. The Medvedev government should understand: the Russian Federation is not a business structure. Unlike open joint-stock companies, closed joint-stock companies, private entrepreneurs, individual entrepreneurs, etc., the state is not faced with the task of making a profit and enriching itself at the expense of the people. Russia must have one overriding goal - ensuring compliance with the principle of social justice and growth in the well-being of citizens in the economic and social life of Russia. If Russian officials working for the money of Russian taxpayers do not understand this, I recommend that they get acquainted with the Air Defense Program and take into account the tasks and goals specified in it.
And the first step is to cancel anti-social measures both in terms of establishing standards for energy consumption and on the issue of refusing to subsidize railway passenger transportation.
Statement by the Presidium of the Air Defense Central Committee
04/22/2014
The Presidium of the Air Defense Central Committee has repeatedly spoken out in favor of the abolition of social norms for the consumption of utilities. This is an unacceptable measure that violates the foundations of the Constitution of the Russian Federation and nullifies the principle of the social orientation of the Russian state.
In August 2013, the Chairman of the Government of the Russian Federation D. A. Medvedev signed Resolution No. 614, according to which a “social norm for electricity consumption” is introduced in our country.[51]
From September 1, 2013, in six pilot regions of the Russian Federation, electricity consumed by citizens was divided into two parts - the social norm and consumption above this norm. The range of “energy rations” is impressive. Social norms differ almost fourfold.
Nizhny Novgorod, Vladimir and Samara regions are all the central part of Russia with approximately the same standard of living and population. But for some reason, in the first two regions the social standard for electricity consumption is 50 kW/h, and in the Samara region - 150.
Southern regions: Orel and Rostov-on-Don - the “light norm” is 190 and 96 kW/h, respectively. The volumes of energy rations vary twofold.
Residents of Transbaikalia were allocated only 65 kW/h, and Samara residents - 150. Although, according to calculations by the Ministry of Energy and Housing and Communal Services of the Samara Region, the basic value of the social norm for electricity consumption should be at least 178 kW/h per person per month. That is, almost all residents of the region paid at least 28 kW/h at increased tariffs.
Where is the logic? - asks a simple citizen of Russia. The Great Fatherland Party answers: “There is no logic.” There is a great desire among the apologists of the market economy to remove from the state any responsibility for social obligations to its people.
The Air Defense Forces have repeatedly raised the issue of the unconstitutionality of the decisions of the Medvedev government. As a result, under pressure from public opinion, Prime Minister D. A. Medvedev was forced to postpone the introduction of social standards for the consumption of utilities for gas supply, water supply and heating. The corresponding resolution was signed on April 21, 2014.
Previously, the Cabinet of Ministers of the Russian Federation was forced to recognize the experiment on introducing social norms for electricity consumption as a failure.
It would seem that you can breathe a sigh of relief. Not so.
The government’s explanations say that the introduction of social norms has only been postponed (and this does not mean forever) due to the lack of metering devices among the population. Suddenly, government experts opened their eyes to the fact that only 57.5% of apartments and houses were equipped with individual cold and hot water meters, not to mention the absence of heat and gas meters.
In addition, the decision of the Government of the Russian Federation remains in force that by July 1, 2016, all regions, without exception, must decide on the size of the social norm for energy consumption and begin its widespread implementation.
The Great Fatherland Party continues to maintain that improving people's living standards, which is the ultimate goal of any truly socially oriented state, can only be achieved by lowering tariffs, and not by secretly increasing them. Moreover, when God generously endowed Russia with all the resources necessary for this. The second way to improve people's lives is to freeze tariffs or increase them minimally, while increasing citizens' incomes by a much larger amount. Instead, the government begins to divide these tariffs into social and non-social in order to create a loophole for increasing tariffs, which will inevitably lead to a deterioration in the lives of the citizens of our country.
The PVO considers the resolution of the government headed by D. A. Medvedev to be unconstitutional and raises the question of the suitability for their positions of employees of the Cabinet of Ministers of the Russian Federation who are unable to resolve the issue of energy efficiency and achieve transparency in tariff formation.
Air Defense reminds that antisocial policies towards one's people lead to social upheavals and explosions. And we do not want to allow them in a country that has the richest natural resources.
In the social state of Russia, conditions must be created where any citizen of the country can live and develop with dignity, without being legally limited in how much light, water or heat he can consume. His honest work and earnings should provide him with comfortable conditions, life in which is not subject to rationing. A person must independently make decisions about what and how much he can afford without compromising his own budget. It is this position that is enshrined in the program of the Great Fatherland Party, which states that the principle of social justice and growth in the well-being of citizens should be decisive in the economic and social life of Russia. And if Medvedev’s government is not able to follow it, then it needs to be changed.
Presidium of the Central Committee of the All-Russian Political Party
"Great Fatherland Party":
Party Chairman: B. P. Obozny
Party co-chairs: I. S. Ashmanov, A. Yu. Kurinov, N. V. Starikov, V. E. Khomyakov
Ural francs - the past that did not become the future
04/24/2014, 17:00
How quickly time flies! My article, published just over a year ago, sounds even more relevant today. Today - after what happened in Ukraine and what else can happen there, thanks to the persistent and systematic actions of the West to split Russian civilization and the Russian world.
Divide and push against each other. First they separated Ukraine, then they were going to separate the Urals and Siberia. It's time to restore the Unity destroyed by the enemies of our Motherland. Crimea as the beginning...
We live in a single reality. What is real is what is around us. And therefore, very often we cannot assess what would have happened to the country if its leaders had made a different decision.
Mikhail Gorbachev was in power for almost 6 years. Only 6 years old. And during this time, with his accomplices, he ruined the superpower. So fast.
Vladimir Putin has led Russia for more than 12 years. What would happen to Russia if another person came to power? We can only guess.
According to the scenario of our geopolitical “partners,” Russia was supposed to be dismembered. This process should have started with the invasion of Basayev’s gangs into Dagestan in the fall of 1999.
The political and military liquidation of Russia was preceded by economic preparation. The future collapse was laid down economically - a little less than a year before the invasion of Dagestan, the GKO market “suddenly” collapsed and a default occurred in August 1998. And shortly before this, the discount rate of the Central Bank of Russia “suddenly” increased to 150% in the period from May 27, 1998 to June 4, 1998. Right before the crash, money became especially expensive. Accidentally? No. This was a deliberate preparation for default—the collapse of our economy.
The meaning of this action is to create apathy and indifference of citizens to the death of their country. Why is she like this, where everything collapses and falls all the time? This scenario was rehearsed back in the USSR. Remember the deficit of the last years of perestroika? It was artificial. The cars were not unloaded, and products were not removed from the factories. Products were thrown into landfills and garbage dumps.
In the summer of 1989, I was in a construction team in the city of Noyabrsk. I personally saw fruits and vegetables in the trash heap. Quite tolerable quality, by the way. Against the background of their complete absence on the shelves of Noyabrsk.
And the USSR disappeared. Because the leadership of the USSR wanted it that way.
But Russia survived. And it develops. Of course, we all want development to go faster. But it was Putin’s actions in the fall of 1999, coupled with the heroic struggle of the Dagestani militias and our soldiers against the invading bandits, that preserved the integrity of our country. This must not be forgotten. It was Putin who removed the issue of the collapse of Russia from the agenda of Russian politics. Not thanking him for this is the height of ingratitude and disrespect.
Why did I remember this today? Because during a trip to Yekaterinburg, my friends gave me a whole collection of Ural francs. You can view them at the link: .
It seems to me important that all Russian citizens see and remember this past, which did not become our future. The Ural Republic with its own currency. With its own bicameral parliament, copying the legislative body of a separate state, which “accidentally” ended up in the Urals with two chambers, when the region is quite enough with one.
There are many such accidents. By the way, the candidates for deputies in the Urals had very characteristic documents, where “Republic” was directly written.
Here they are, the signs and ghosts of our past, our failed future. And we need to be careful so that this past never knocks on our doors again.
I took the history of the appearance of the Ural francs from this resource: -notes.ru/spravka/fn_st0085_makurin.htm.
Pay attention to the mysterious deaths associated with the release of Ural francs. Don’t forget that “subsequent attempts by the regional prosecutor’s office to establish the sources of funds spent to pay for the order did not yield results.” That is, no one has ever figured out where the funds came from to print the currency of the potential Ural Republic.
Siberian separatists in orange studio
In Novosibirsk, I was invited to a program on TV channel 49 called “Studio 49.” It must be said that the design of the channel and the studio are made in orange tones. This is in terms of color. But in terms of essence, I’m sure it will be interesting to look at a living Siberian separatist who was sitting in the hall. And to whom I tried to clearly explain that it was time for him and his colleagues to quit this matter. Before it’s too late, before they go to prison for trying to separate Siberia from Russia.
In general, the program discussed geopolitics, Crimea and the relationship between civilizations.[52]
You saw the face of Siberian separatism in the program. This is Alexander Bakaev, who calls himself a “regionalist”, the founder of the national-cultural autonomy of Siberians “Sibirskaya Volya”.
By the way, he is also a member of the Public Chamber of the Novosibirsk Region.
But this is what the separatists are actually trying to accomplish. Here is an open letter to the plenipotentiary representative of the Siberian Federal District of the Russian Federation, which calls for the creation of our own tax base in Siberia. REGARDLESS of the federal budget! Under the beautiful cover of increasing the role of the regions, the idea of DECENTRALIZATION of power is being pushed. You can admire how it ends in the end in Ukraine today. The government is completely helpless, the country is in chaos, the regions are worried. Here is a quote from the separatists’ letter to the plenipotentiary. Pay attention to their sympathies for separatism, which they do not even try to hide.
“Separatist sentiments are not an overseas bacillus deliberately planted in a healthy body, but a manifestation of one of the most radical forms of popular discontent. The use of repressive measures against them will give a short-term effect, but will not solve the problem at its roots, but rather will create new, even more numerous and radical sources of tension. As long as the population sees a violation of the principles of federalism on the part of the federal center itself, the alarming idea of secession will inevitably continue to gain explicit and implicit supporters.
To preserve the integrity of the Russian Federation and ensure the conditions for the development of Siberia as a strategic macro-region, it is necessary today to begin creating a “road map” for the deconcentration of power, decentralization of powers and redistribution of the tax base in favor of the regions.”
Wikipedia, in the article “Separatism in Russia,” cites Alexander Bakaev as a representative of separatism in Siberia. “In July 2013, representatives of the Public Chamber of the Novosibirsk Region and the founders of the public association “Siberian National-Cultural Autonomy” Alexander Bakaev and Evgeny Mitrofanov, in an open letter to the Presidential Plenipotentiary Envoy in Siberia Viktor Tolokonsky, asked him to “initiate at the level of the country’s top leadership the process of unifying the Siberian regions into a macro-region Siberia with increased tax, managerial and legislative powers of the subjects of the Federation."
But Alexander Bakaev says that the SIBERIC nationality should exist!
And who is he after that? Separatist or “regionalist”?
And where is the place for this? I have spoken about this many times: the place for such things is in Siberia. Let them work on construction sites of the national economy, in the fresh air, with full state support...
And another question. The Air Defense Forces, together with Yevgeny Fedorov, introduced a bill on the fight against separatists to the State Duma. After which deputies from the Communist Party of the Russian Federation introduced their own, much softer project. The President already signed this law on December 13, 2013. It comes into force on... May 9, 2014.
So I told the separatist Bakaev that it was time to “stop it”, with the best intentions. Will he just listen?
This is Russia baby!
04/04/2014
How did it happen that Russia, already deprived of political power in the nineties, with stolen (privatized) property, without an army or a population organized and united by a common goal, was able to return to the world stage? And she was able to get her own voice again, albeit not the same as before, but already a significant voice. At the same time, having regained many of the lost state functions, while raising the standard of living of its citizens and a new, albeit timid, but confidence in the future?
This is a real Russian Spring. And Russia owes this to Vladimir Putin.
On April 3, 2014, a presentation of the series of publications “Vladimir Putin in the Mirror of the Izborsk Club” took place in Moscow. As a permanent member of the Izborsk Club, I published material on this topic on IC resources.
I present to your attention my article[53].
The worst thing for a politician is indifference. When no one is interested in business, when no one is interested in the figure. In this sense, Russian President Vladimir Putin does not need to worry. He evokes respect from the bulk of Russian voters and bitter rejection from the non-systemic opposition, which “goes” to the US Embassy for instructions.
1
In 1992, the book “The End of History and the Last Man” by the American philosopher and political scientist (and by “coincidental coincidence” an employee of the US State Department) Francis Fukuyama was published, in which the author argued that victory in the world of Western-style liberal democracy is the end point of sociocultural evolution humanity. Which, in his opinion, means the formation of the final form of government. Fukuyama argued that the mere spread of such a form of government does not mean the end of historical events, but only marks the end of the era of ideological confrontations, revolutions and global wars. And with it the end of art and philosophy.
This work received wide resonance in the Western press and in the scientific community. The roar of the “fall” of the Soviet Union caused an urgent need to comprehend the new reality, which then, in 1992, was just beginning to emerge in outline against the background of the settling ashes remaining from the destroyed second center of power in the world, which was the USSR. It is quite justified that the surprise for the United States itself of such a geopolitical situation, when they were left alone with the entire planet, without their usual restraining confrontation with an equal partner, caused them a kind of “dizziness with success” (which can now be called this work Fukuyama). The then resounding success of this book (which no one in the West likes to quote today), its apparent paradox, its demand by the most diverse layers of Western society, is nothing more than a “Freudian slip.” When someone, a person, a country or a civilization, declares itself out loud and understands itself as the perfect result of the development of all humanity, then, as they say, expect trouble.
After all, what does it mean to feel like an ideal, above which no one else can jump? This means the right to judge others, make decisions for them and force them to make them through persuasion or force. Indeed, it would be strange to allow another person or another country to participate on equal terms in the development, adoption and implementation of decisions concerning two parties, if the opposite party is less developed, civilized and capable. Anyone who is less capable (what else can you call a person, country or civilization that has not yet reached a certain obligatory level of development) cannot equally bear responsibility precisely because of his lesser or insufficient legal capacity. Life confirms this rule many times over. We make decisions for our children, taking into account, as far as we think possible, their opinion until they reach adulthood. That is, until they become as capable as ourselves. Large and powerful countries always make decisions based on their own interests, first of all, and only secondarily, based on the interests of weaker and smaller neighbors. Equality is equal power, equal responsibility, and equal recognition. Anything else without these three pillars has no right to be called equality. Sometimes it happens that equality is possible without equivalence, if the stronger party, based on its moral and civilizational principles, allows both equal responsibility and equal recognition in relations. The role of strength in this case is played by an internal attitude towards self-limitation of strength on the part of the stronger, but at the same time morally developed. But if you, your loved one, recognize yourself as a standard, as the highest point of development, then you are a priori unable to give your partner equality if this partner is not equal to you (or if this is not tactically beneficial to you for something at some point). stage).
It should be noted, however, that any civilization in the history of mankind has always felt better in relation to another with whom it came into contact. Otherwise, the people and nations that make it up would have no sense or incentive to create it; it would be easier to merge into another. From this point of view, it is not surprising that Western civilization (like any other, including Russian civilization) considers itself better in relation to others. But it is necessary to note the following, very, in my opinion, important point: to be “better” in one’s sense of self does not mean to actually be the crown of creation, the standard and the “end of history.” For example, Russian civilization, while feeling itself to be the most multifacetedly developed, firstly, does not feel like the end point of development for all of humanity, and secondly, it doesn’t even feel like one for itself. Leaving an endless period for your own self-development and self-improvement. This is something that Western civilization has never had. Within themselves, its apologists always felt themselves to be the center of the Universe and an example for all races and peoples. Even in very recent times by historical standards, when they denied personal hygiene, ate with their hands and threw their own slops out of the window next to the house.
In general, the experience of European history itself teaches us that as soon as any of the countries or civilizations began to conceptualize itself philosophically, and after that politically and geopolitically, as the “crown of history”, as the only possible of all existing states for a “real person” ”, so immediately (from the point of view of the historical process, and not human life) came great blood, chaos and devastation. Ancient Rome in the ancient world. Holy Inquisition in the Middle Ages. The Third Reich in modern history. These are the most obvious examples of the political implementation of the philosophical paradigm of the “end of history” and the victory of the Civilization of Rome, the power of the Holy See or the “Aryan spirit and blood.” Further, the one who called himself the crown of development of human civilization was forced to fight with those who did not accept the alien civilizational choice imposed on them. When exactly he will begin to fight barbarians, heretics or “subhumans” is a matter of time, but not a matter of choice. From this point of view, the current struggle of the West against “totalitarian, insufficiently democratic or simply illiberal regimes”, the creation of a new “axis of evil” is an absolutely familiar “European choice”. We can say that as soon as the Soviet Union collapsed in 1991, the West immediately returned to its “usual” state of its own exclusivity. This time, his exceptionalism was expressed in the liberal-democratic paradigm, which at first glance is “humane and peace-loving.” But don’t let anyone be fooled by another “change of outfit.” This is how the philosophical and political science social thought of Western society is structured, that as soon as equivalence with them disappears (or benefit for them as a temporary replacement for equivalence), no one can ever achieve any equal responsibility and equal recognition, including us. This is neither bad nor good. This is a fact proven over centuries. This must be taken into account when building your own relations with the West. In some ways, I personally think this is somewhere even more good than bad. Good for its multi-thousand-year predictability. In general, Western countries and Western civilization can be pleasant and useful partners. Under one condition: when you have a big club or a powerful army. If you, without compromising on external polish, work to maintain equality with them, then after that you can receive the benefits and results that you need from communicating with Western “partners”.
With such initial data in 1992, Russia, as the largest, richest and potentially powerful part of the USSR, was left alone with Western countries. Deprived of a measure of equivalence with them, she was immediately faced with a lack of equal recognition and equal responsibility. There was nothing surprising in this, although at the very beginning, the majority of citizens then and a significant part still have the misconception that “the West does not need anything from us” or that “the West will help us.” But geopolitics dictates its own laws. And they in no way correlate with the dreams and delusions of Western-oriented fellow citizens. The West needs a lot from us. And as it should be. And certainly the last one in this world who will actually help us in difficult times will be the West.
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If we do not dwell on the long history of the formation of capitalism in Western Europe and its genesis, but immediately voice the conclusion from this history, then we can state that by the beginning of the 20th century, industrial capital gave way to financial capital. We will now leave the question of how much of this was due to objective factors and how much by subjective ones. We are interested in Russia after the USSR, which collided with the West. Our Western “partners,” although, unlike the USSR, “reached the finish line” in this “peaceful race of different social systems,” did so with all their might. In medical parlance, the condition of the Western world was “stable and grave.” Suffice it to say that the United States of America, at the time of the beginning of perestroika in the USSR (which, in essence, was the beginning of Gorbachev’s controlled demolition of Soviet statehood), had an inflation rate in double digits, and the number of unemployed people was only slightly lower than during the Great Depression. Again, as in the 15th century, at the beginning of the era of “great geographical discoveries,” it was necessary to rob someone in order to live happily ever after. But the West would not be the West if it simply robbed. He almost always needs a beautiful explanation, a “tale of robbery.” This is an obligatory part of the “European mentality”, part of the “European self-awareness”. A European cannot just come, kill and rob. He was used to “fulfilling a mission” by killing and robbing. A pleasant addition to which is “military (looted) booty.” The European carried the “Catholic word of Christ” with fire and sword at different times - from Mexico City to Manila and the Pskov region. A little later he simply carried an abstract “civilization.” A little later, we fought against the “prison of nations,” and then, through the hands of the National Socialists, against the “Judeo-Bolsheviks.” Then he “fought totalitarianism.” Now he is again trying to “fight the authoritarian regime for fair elections.” In general, the “white man’s burden” for a European is what for us, for Russians, a beloved woman is in our hands: she cannot bear her own burden. And this “burden” always had significant compensation in the form of property stolen from the “civilized and saved.” The repetition of the European method of survival “by robbery” is striking. The stages are the same.
Stage one: choosing a goal. The goal must meet several criteria. It must possess what is vitally necessary for the West. Relatively speaking, it could be gold, as in the Middle Ages, or oil and gas today. These are human resources, fertile soil, the whole range of products of primary extraction and processing of resources, from flax and hemp in the past, to crude oil and round timber today. When choosing a goal, the West professes one principle: “what I need is already mine.” Russia, which after the USSR lost its equality, and after it its equal responsibility and equal recognition, had to deal with the West, which saw in it its next goal of interest to it.
Stage two: purposeful implementation of the policy of “chaos”. He needs chaos in the territory of interest to the West for the sole purpose of bringing a “civilized” society, and with it the institutions of its statehood, to a state of shock. This is the only state in which a “civilized object” can be maximally controllable. In another state, he will not be ready to act against his own interests in favor of the interests of the “civilizing” one. Only shock, as a result of chaos, can force the blacks to work for food on the plantations. Indians - to give gold, maize, tobacco and spices for the right to live. Hindus - to exist in poverty and civil strife for the sake of the income of the East India Company. And for the Russians - to destroy their own foundation and base in the form of statehood and industry in exchange for another tranche of credit from the IMF and another praise for the “successful movement towards democracy.”
Stage three: a policy to maintain a status quo beneficial to the West. These are actions of the colonial authorities aimed at suppressing the sprouts of any national-patriotic self-awareness, the only one that can challenge the “civilizers” from the “civilized”. It is especially worth noting that the West always, and especially at the second and third stages, largely relies on the forces of the internal elite of the “civilized people” by directly bribing it and including it in the system of “enforced civilization.” From this point of view, Russia after the USSR in the 90s was no different from any “civilized” territory to which the West turned its attention. Neither in terms of the level of damage to national wealth in its favor, nor in terms of the level of direct and indirect human losses, which are always measured in millions of lives. Even in terms of the form of bribery, corruption and inclusion of representatives of the local “native elite” in the system of Western values, nothing new was proposed in the 20th century. Poverty and death came equally to the American Indians, to the Indians, and to Russian cities. And in the same way, equally involved in maintaining this order of things, participating in the robbery and killing of their own peoples in favor of the “civilizers”, representatives of Indian leaders, Indian maharajas and the Russian oligarchy and corrupt officials were bribed, taught their children in the West, and kept their loot there its own people have savings. The policy of chaos and shock allowed the West to achieve amazing results at all times. The conquistadors in the Middle Ages, who destroyed the great civilizations of America with fire and sword, from this point of view are no different from the “Chicago boys” or the European commissioners of today.
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To understand the irrationality of what happened to us in the 2000s under Putin, we can imagine the Aztec Empire from the beginning of the conquest of America. The Spaniards, the shock, the elite who sold themselves to the conquistadors, and the dismantling of the Aztec state in full swing. And then everything changes. It is as if Montezuma, before his death, would have handed over the reins of power to his successor, who would have bought the elite from the Spaniards. On the grounds that “I pay the same amount, but my executioner and I are closer than the Spaniards.” Unscrupulous robbery would have been exchanged for profitable trade, as a result of which the standard of living of the Aztecs would have been raised significantly higher than in the time of Montezuma. Then, for example, in August 1508, he would have defeated the army of a neighboring tribe, armed by the Spaniards and trained according to Spanish standards. He would begin to gather the Indian tribes scattered by the Spaniards around himself and begin a program to rearm the Aztec army. Adopting a program that would, by 1518, raise the Aztec army to a level where the Spanish could no longer force the Aztecs to their knees.
Such a scenario would now be perceived by us as historical fiction. But with all the strained conventionality of such an example, we cannot help but note that something similar happened in Russia at the turn of the nineties and zeros. Russia in the nineties was already tightly entangled by “civilizers.” The real Montezuma greeted the Spaniards with the words: “We have been waiting for you, this is your home.” Our domestic “Montezuma” B.N. Yeltsin met the “civilizers” in approximately the same way, if not in words, then in deeds. But only the real Montezuma did not have a successor, but Boris Nikolaevich had one. As a result, the history of Russia made, in small steps over 15 years, the same sharp turn as in the hypothetical example I described in the genre of historical fiction from the hypothetical history of the Aztec empire. In light of which, again, like 15 years ago, the question remains fully relevant, to which many are still looking for their answer: “Who is Mr. Putin?”
In my opinion, it would be a mistake to look for it in ideological, economic or political science terms. When we operate with them, we become like the French from Leo Tolstoy’s War and Peace. He described the Patriotic War of 1812 with the following allegory: the Frenchman, effectively fencing against the Russian enemy in the right position, reached Moscow. And he was quite surprised when the Russian, throwing away his sword, picked up a club and began to hammer it on the French crown until he drove the Frenchman out of his own country. With this example, Tolstoy meant a situation where the Russians violated, as the French believed, the then existing “rules of war.” All these dispositions, pitched battles, flank attacks and other “crunches of French bread in white gloves.” When the main danger for the French army became an angry Russian man with a shaft, not trained in the courtly manners of “knightly war”, but simply silently destroying any Frenchman with a gun without any gallantry there.
When we try to answer the question: “Who is Mr. Putin?” and apply our own ideological, economic or political views, then we, like Tolstoy’s hypothetical Frenchman, accept the “correct” position of a fencer and are ready to “fence” any opponent in it. The problem is that our current opponents from Western civilization are not in this “correct fencing position.” They don't care how skillful we are in our views. They do not have a “sword and rules,” but only the “club of globalism” and the “shaft of their own exclusivity.” And they thresh this club, mixed with shafts, against the crown of the whole world with enviable and regular consistency. Failure to understand this leads to a constant break in one’s own ideological, economic and political science templates with reality, in which “Mr. Putin” is forced to discard “courtly manners.” Which tell such and such a politician, with such and such political views, to behave this way in such and such a matter, and in such and such a way. And, having rejected them, he is forced, against the “club of globalism” and the “shaft of his own exclusivity,” to pick up the “mace of state sovereignty” and somewhere to thrash the “civilizers” on the crown, and somewhere to run away and sit quietly in the bushes, in ambush , taking a breath. Since there is no valor in death if it does not bring Victory closer. From this point of view, “Mr. Putin” is a “human function.” A computer antivirus program, if you will. The cleaner for the careerists, opportunists and Trotskyists, whose alliance with the “civilizers” made it possible to collapse the USSR with the beginning of perestroika. And what its “function” is, what its parameters are and what the danger of the situation is if today’s function does not continue and develop tomorrow, I will tell you in the next part.
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The Friedman school of neoliberalism teaches how to better and more correctly “move away” the state from performing its own functions. Reduced taxes, complete freedom of trade, privatization of not only the most delicious pieces of state property, but also part of state functions (education, medicine, pensions, maintaining law and order, etc.).
A general reduction in spending on the social sphere, a weakening of government control in general. Why do they need this, you ask? And everything is for the financial well-being of corporations. To transform the power of money into political power. Ideally, in the future, there will be people and nations without states at all and without laws, but driven only by economic (financial) expediency. The world in which states existed that relied on their own citizens, including those who were engaged in business, was irrevocably, as it seemed to many, gone with the collapse of the Soviet Union. It has been replaced by a world in which corporations rely on states to pursue their purely corporate goals. And its own citizens are already turning into enemies if they do not meet the goal of the corporation, expressed in improving financial reporting. Don't believe me? Here is a quote from Milton Friedman related to the issue of private and public schools in New Orleans after Hurricane Katrina: “To defend our freedom from both foreign enemies and our citizens: to preserve law and order, to promote private contracting and competition in the marketplace.” . And this is not said about citizens of Russia, Iraq, Yugoslavia or Libya. This is said about American voters: “both from foreign enemies and from our citizens.” Today, TNCs, which exist according to the rules of globalism within the framework of the theory of “neoliberalism,” need only their armies and police from all states of the world in order to effectively protect corporate business. As a result of such wise “neoliberal” policies in the same New Orleans that Friedman so openly spoke about, before Hurricane Katrina there were 123 public schools and 7 private ones. After the “restoration” of the city, there were 4 public and 31 private schools (data for 2006).
We fully tested these theories on ourselves in Russia in the 90s. Stage one: creating chaos (1985–1991). Stage two: bringing society to a state of shock, in which all the usual social ties are severed, the usual social environment collapses, and efficient state institutions of power are dismantled (1991–1993). Stage three: when the state of chaos reaches its climax, when citizens do not think about anything other than their own physiological survival, and the state is completely demoralized. At this time, there is a sharp increase in the repressive component of the state (shooting down the White House with tanks), which is necessary to force radical reforms. The purpose of which is the redistribution of former state property and state functions attractive to corporate business (1993–1999). From the point of view of the “neoliberals,” Russia was already quite a “corporate” state in 1999, when Putin took the helm of the country. All that was left to do was to transfer into the hands of transnational companies everything that had been “privatized” during the previous period. The issue of ownership is extremely important. “The Khodorkovskys” and “Nevzlins”, having done their job and worked as “Zits-chairmen” for the most dangerous period of time, having done all the dirty and dirty work, had to transfer (sell) the privatized assets into the hands of the organizers of chaos. That is, large international monopolies. The consolidation of the same YUKOS to the size of the largest oil-producing corporation in the world and its preparation for sale played the role of a “starting gun” in this process. And here the organizers, the political and financial sponsors of the “neoliberal” revolution in Russia - the USSR, after a seven and a jack, fell not the ace they expected, but that same fatal Russian “queen of spades”. Putin’s emergence at the heights of power could not have happened on its own as a result of a random combination of circumstances. Issues of property and power require a reverent and thoughtful attitude. Making decisions “at random” is not accepted here. Such relaxed “courtiness” in matters of property and power, hope for chance or that “it just happens somehow,” usually lead to enchanting defeats and the loss of everything acquired. Our geopolitical partners have never suffered from “powerful romanticism”, demonstrating from century to century the most cynical pragmatism. Other behavior means political death, which, in most cases, is followed by physical death. The times when they could still afford “romance in politics” ended with the mythical King Arthur or, in extreme cases, with Richard the Lionheart.
So how did it happen that after so much luck they ended up with a queen instead of an ace? How did it happen that a country, deprived of political power, with stolen (privatized) property, without an army, or a population organized and united by a common goal, was able to return to the world stage? It was able to survive, was able to get its own voice again, albeit not the same as before, but already a significant voice, while regaining many of the lost state functions, while raising the standard of living of its citizens and a new, albeit timid, but confidence in the future day? If one of “them” ever asked me this question, I would, with my arm around the shoulder of the questioner, Bush, Thatcher, Friedman, Rothschild, Rockefeller, Clinton (and his wife), as well as all the other “Sarkozys” , would answer, looking straight into his eyes, with a phrase they understood from their own films: “This is Russia, baby!” And I wouldn't be joking at all. Russia is a separate civilization living according to its own laws of development. This is the first. And second: Russia is the only world civilization that has NEVER BEEN CONQUERED BY ANYONE TO THE END. That is precisely why it was in Russia that, as B.N. Yeltsin would say, such a “squiggle” happened.
We often, without thinking about why this is so, say that we have a unique ability to digest other cultures within ourselves and, taking something from the outside into the bosom of our own civilization, transform it in such a way that the output received is no longer enough looks like something that was introduced to us from the outside. We were able to preserve such “civilizational immunity” precisely because Russian statehood has existed without interruption for more than a thousand years.
Because our statehood, which arose at the junction of the West and the East, absorbed elements of both, uniting both Western and Eastern peoples and subcultures, was able to develop a special civilizational feature, its own “good - bad” system. Their own special methods of survival, synthesizing Eastern collectivism with Western individualism. Russia has managed to combine the incompatible: a society that exists as a collective of individualists welded together by a common goal. Hence, by the way, our weakness: not having a common goal-idea, we fall apart into individualists “without a king in our heads.” But this is where our strength comes from: remaining individualists, aware of our destiny to act with individual, “private” initiative, but being united by a common goal, unconsciously “giving out to the mountain” the cumulative effect of our own victories. This is not a Western “system of knights”, where everyone is for himself. And not the eastern horde, where everyone is just a cog and acts according to the rules of the swarm. “This is Russia for you, baby!” Here the unconscious goal, felt by the majority, forces everyone, without even thinking, to do what they should. Individually and independently, without special orders. And the sum of these deeds and thoughts forces individuals to strain their strength for the sake of a collective goal. Because it’s necessary and it’s right. Because that's how we feel. Even if sometimes we cannot really explain why this is correct and not that.
In practice, this means that our geopolitical “partners” know exactly the civilizational codes and value systems of their own peoples and the peoples they conquered. Marketing and advertising technologies, originally invented to promote goods, used today for the purpose of political manipulation to promote individual politicians or ideas, on our Russian soil give periodic failures, leading “partners” to failure. Centuries of struggle with us gave them “knowledge” about our “military secret”: about the need within the framework of our civilization for a common goal-idea, which alone can weld our society into a single whole and make it invincibly stable. This knowledge allowed them to “catch” us twice during the 20th century, in 1917 and 1991, at a time when there was an acute shortage of a common goal-idea. But what to do next with the seemingly already conquered people, they do not possess this knowledge. Hence their defeats after victories: the USSR in the place of the destroyed Empire and the new Russia, straightening its shoulders after the collapse of the USSR. This is their problem. We are different. And the activity of our partners is connected not only with “selfish interest”, not only with the fact that we are rich in natural resources. To a large extent, their centuries-old and manic need to come to us, either with a sword or with conversations, is due to the fact that we do not fit into their heads. The very fact of our successful existence is a challenge to the entire Western development paradigm. We profess a different religion, we profess different values, and we are rich. For ordinary European political thought, this is enough to recognize us as natives, dangerous and subject to plunder and subjugation. But what especially irritates them is that for the most part we look like them. That is, we are... white. If we, the peoples of Russia, united by a common Russian civilization, were different from them, like blacks, Chinese or Aztecs, with a different appearance and culture, then the fight with us would be “just business and nothing personal.” But we challenge THEIR culture and THEIR civilization, showing a different path of development from them. And unconsciously this causes fear and mistrust. And in politics, this leads to the fact that over the last ten centuries we have repelled most of the wars and invasions from them, from the “civilized” Europeans. For the last 300 years, almost all wars have been wars with Europe! And even rare inclusions here, against the general background, of Russian-Turkish wars or with Persia-Japan, although these are wars in the East, but with money and with the direct support of Western countries!
But let’s return to Russia at the very beginning of Putin’s reign. In 1999, one could say about our country: “the client has matured.” All property from the state passed into the hands of the “Zits-chairmen”. There is no army as such. By the beginning of the 2nd campaign in Chechnya, there were about 30 thousand combat-ready units, recruited from all over the world. There is no state - the 1998 crisis made the system of state obligations a completely absent institution. The people were busy with their own survival. No idea. The desire to secede from Russia, following the example of the republics of the USSR, gained momentum and took complete forms in the national republics. THEIR plan was simple and tested many times. A blow from outside. The blocking of oil and gas transportation routes to the West, the intervention of NATO countries under the pretext of ensuring the uninterrupted supply of energy resources to Europe, plus the threat of the uncontrolled proliferation of nuclear weapons (remember the three combat-ready divisions also engaged in the war in the Caucasus) - all this was an excellent reason “in connection with with instability” to sell everything privatized and stolen. And on top of this is the collapse of the country. It is clearly easier to manage several small states from the outside than one large one (this is already the experience of the collapse of the USSR). And so, in fulfillment of this scenario, the gangs of Khattab and Basayev, the prototype of today’s gangs in Syria, partly including the local population, propagandized and deceived, partly mercenaries from all over the world, moved to Dagestan.
I have already said that Putin’s rise to power could not have happened on its own, by chance. Naturally, he was selected taking into account this development of events, and it is natural that “everything was taken into account.” An unknown official from the security forces was an “ideal” candidate. Lack of political weight, mass of supporters, political force on which he could rely, without state and material resources. At the same time, he is a security official; he could be used in the dark for the development of events predicted by the West. Force experience could guarantee his inclusion in the problem of the “predicted demolition” of Russian statehood, if something suddenly went wrong. And his microscopic weight as a politician ensured that Putin could be manipulated like a puppet, since “there is no man in the field.” At the same time, Putin could play the role of a “scapegoat” in the destruction of the state, just as Kiriyenko played the same role in the destruction of the economy a year before. But this is Russia...
What did the Chinese do when they lost the opium wars and fell into enslaving dependence on Western countries? It was said that they lost, which means they lost. They let go of their pigtails as a sign of defeat, and wore them until the West itself weakened and released its grip. What did the Germans do when they signed the act of surrender? They went to the Soviet troops for stew and porridge, and to the United States for the Marshall Plan and are still humbly repenting for that war. What did the peoples of Russia do in 1999? Our “Russian code” worked. Putin’s famous phrase: “to soak in the toilet”, the passion and pain with which he said this to the whole country, awakened the “general unconscious” among the people. Snickers are good, and used foreign cars instead of Zhigulis are also good. Having your own shop is generally great, freedom of speech is wonderful, but... The general unconscious was different, it lay in the plane of “fuck you all..., we’re tired of it worse than a bitter radish..., for a thousand years we haven’t known defeats in wars on our land and now we want to win and be proud.” This “wetting ourselves in the toilet”, awakening the general unconscious expectation of the absolute majority, gave a common goal and confidence and a common thirst for victory. Any victories. From the capture of Gudermes and Grozny to victories in hockey. From the murder of militant leaders personally involved in the death and suffering of our citizens, to the next high-profile contracts of Gazprom and the 3rd place of the country’s national team at the European Football Championship. The country, accustomed to winning, and the people, who recognized themselves as a victorious people, wanted victories as greedily as a traveler thirsts for water in the desert. And they were just as indiscriminate in the taste and meaning of these victories. Did they push the militants back? Great! Berezovsky escaped, and NTV was taken away from Gusinsky? Great, they laughed at us - it’s time and honor to know] Has the price of oil increased by half a dollar? Amazing! Even if this makes us neither hot nor cold, but at least half a dollar, we saved them! Russia, a tightly knit group of independent individualists, has again become a country-civilization striving for any victories. And then all the calculations of all the institutes that studied and are studying us failed. How so? Who should they fight for? They must surrender! But we didn't give up. And it was not “for Abramovich’s yacht” that the guys from the Pskov division died, stopping hordes of militants and seeing before their death that they were treacherously abandoned there without support. And from this unconscious craving for victory, from the Russian collective-individualist reluctance to give in, from the feeling of humiliation of the country, which gave birth not to slavish obedience, but to rage and thirst for victory. Even if at the cost of his own life...
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Putin’s function as an “anti-virus program” is his role in Russian history. The cleaner, unlike the fencer, does not have the opportunity to stand in one position all the time. Since there is no one person opposing him in the same fencing position and armed with the same sword. Dealing with hurricane devastation requires multidimensional talents, from janitor and gardener to carpenter and mason. By the way, the difference between devastation and breakdown or “breakdowns” is that everything that could be useful to you is in a “broken” state. And the path that Russia has traversed over the past 15 years, from complete devastation at all levels of the technological structure and social relations to today’s economic and geopolitical capabilities of the country against the backdrop of growing national-patriotic self-awareness, the leveling of the “Russian cross” and the still timid, but growing birth rate of the indigenous population , - this is Putin’s “function” successfully performed.
However, as is usually the case, everything in this world has two sides. Having accomplished something that is practically impossible, and the level of development of the country in 1999 looked absolutely fantastic, you can always go to the other extreme: try to maintain the current level of success by refusing to move on. The work of a “cleaner” makes sense only as the first stage of a general construction project. A vacant lot instead of an “artistic mess” is no better, unless it is a future construction site. “Construction” is possible only if there are “builders”. Russia after the USSR, as a future construction site for the creation of a new political, economic and civilizational union within the framework of a single Russian civilization, can only be achieved through the efforts of its own citizens. Who are united by a common goal-idea that falls into a team of active individualists. The “Putin function” in the form of an anti-virus program is coming to an end, and the time has come for the “operating system” to turn on. The cleaner and guardian must give way to the builder and warrior. The Russian Federation as a form must be filled with the meaning of Russian civilization. Otherwise it is the death of form and oppression of content. Thank you, Vladimir Vladimirovich, for everything that has already been accomplished; largely thanks to your achievements, a critical mass of citizens of Russian civilization has been formed. There are fewer of them so far than citizens of the Russian Federation, but we are angry with our enemies and greedy for victories. We are ready to move on, carefully preserving our beloved Motherland. To develop within the framework of our own civilization. Recognizing Russian civilization as a single part of the global one, we remember that its rejection in favor of civilizational priorities alien to us almost led us to death. And we remember who and thanks to what “fairy tales” convinced us of the beneficialness of this “death” for ourselves. And this lesson, this experience will remain with us forever, as well as an example of how you can avoid your own dismemberment.
Sooner or later there will be another president in Russia. The world is now entering an era of choosing what the life of all humanity will be like. A planet divided between multinational corporations, where people without their own states, without family and tribe, fight with each other for the right to get a “piece of the pie” from their hands. Or peace is a balance of interests of peoples, countries, cultures and civilizations. Which path all of humanity will take depends to a large extent on what choice Russia makes at this stage of its own history. And this choice within Russian civilization largely depends on the first person, now on the President of Russia. Russia, with or without Putin, can survive if it continues to comply with “Putin’s function.” But Russia will be able to develop successfully only if, without forgetting about the “anti-virus program” of protection, it does not forget to turn on the “operating system” of development. If, without forgetting about maintaining cleanliness and order, we continue to build what our ancestors have been building for 1000 years - our own Russian civilization, and not mechanically copy predatory methods. Moreover, they are also directed against us...
Russia, together with Putin and after Putin, has a wonderful and promising future, if it can continue the line of “Putin’s function”, it can continue moving towards itself, its independence, the preservation of its civilizational peculiarity, contained in the unique experience of the fusion of different peoples and cultures, within which God in the soul and man, as the highest social value of society, coexist in organic unity.
You just need to remember that we are Russians and God loves Russia.
Conclusion We can only win by uniting
There is always strength in unity. We see this immutable rule in our history, we see it in modern politics, we see it even in everyday situations. A group of a couple of dozen young people can safely go for a walk at a very late hour in the darkest corners of a city park. No one will dare touch them. Russia became a superpower when, in addition to the Russian people, Turks and Caucasians, the peoples of the North and South began to contribute to the development of the country. When did the United States of America become the powerful state that we know today - when did it achieve independence from England or when did it become a union of 50 states that merged together?
To be convinced of the need for unification, we do not need examples from foreign civilizations. Hitler was defeated only because we were together. If there were a bunch of “independent states” instead of the USSR, their independence would have ended very sadly. But our people have the ability to unite in a difficult situation - only this helped us survive and develop. It is no coincidence that today we see how quickly in a difficult situation of chaos and lawlessness the people of Russian civilization find each other, how quickly they are able to stand together to solve the problems of protecting their loved ones from attacks.
We have a great history and culture behind us.
Behind us are great ancestors and great heroes.
Our victories have always been greater than our defeats; we have always risen to our feet after being struck by an insidious enemy. It will be so this time too.
Our goals are clear - Great Russia. Great in all areas and senses. From size to the level of fairness in society.
Our geopolitical opponents understand this. That is why the struggle for the situation in Ukraine is so intense. Because Ukraine is part of Russian civilization. This means that the West cannot allow us to get back together.
But we will definitely be together. Otherwise we simply won’t exist.
After all, today's wave of globalization does not sweep the whole world just because there are two cliffs. Two states. Two civilizations. Which are different from the West and do not want and cannot become one. This is the Russian world and China. Only this prevents us from completely globalizing the world, completely subordinating it to the interests of the world's bankers.
And this means that we stand not only for ourselves. We stand for the whole world. Without us, it will be much easier to crush China.
We stood for peace in 1945. Saved the world in 1812. Nothing has changed. We are for peace again in 2014.
And it will always be like this. Because Russia is called upon to preserve the balance of justice in the world.
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